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Week Ending, Friday, November 9, 1990 


Remarks at a Republican Reception in 
Rochester, Minnesota 


November 2, 1990 


Thank you for that welcome to Roches- 
ter. Rudy, thank you so very much. Howev- 
er, about the weather—{/aughter]. Forty- 
seven years ago, almost to this day, I was 
sent by the Navy to Minneapolis to learn to 
fly airplanes, and I never landed a plane on 
anything other than ice and snow, at least 
in Minneapolis, for 6 months. Don’t tell me 
it’s typical, but it is awful nice. 

What a joy it is to be here. And let me 
first thank my friend of longstanding, 
Wayne Newton, who flew all the way from 
Las Vegas here for this, and now back to- 
night. And one other matter of tremendous 
importance to this area—and now I’m 
caught up in the fray—is I want to con- 
gratulate the girls cross-county team at John 
Marshall that’s going to the State finals. And 
wish that—right over here. Good luck at 
State. 

And now for the business at hand. I am 
just delighted to show my strong support 
for a national leader in our party and one of 
America’s greatest United States Senators, 
Rudy Boschwitz. It is essential he be re- 
turned to office. 

And I! might say I’m enthusiastic about 
Arne Carlson, the “Rocky Balboa of Minne- 
sota,” a seasoned leader. Three days is all 
that’s left, and he’s going to defy the odds 
and become what you need: a new Gover- 
nor for the State of Minnesota. I heard that 
this guy was in favor of shortened campaign 
seasons, but this is ridiculous. [Laughter] 

And I am excited about the rest of our 
ticket: Joanelle Dyrstad and Kevin Johnson 
for attorney general and Dave Jennings and 
Bob Heinrich, John Burger for State treas- 
urer. We've got good people running, and 
they need your support, too. 

Let me just tell you why it’s a pleasure 
for me to be out here for Rudy. He’s a 
person that Minnesotans trust. I know that. 
He’s one who does embody responsible gov- 


ernment. And you know he’s a member of 
the Ag Committee, the Senate Agricultural 
Committee. That means he’s a champion of 
your dairy farmers and a real believer in 
the wonders of milk. And so, at Rudy’s 
Super Duper Milk House at the State fair 
every year, he serves cherry-, banana-, and 
root beer-flavored milk. What worries me 
is, I don’t mind cauliflower, but I hope he 
doesn’t throw out that broccoli-flavored 
milk. That’s where we draw the line. 
[Laughter] 

And Arne, in introducing Rudy Bosch- 
witz, referred to this; but after 10 years on 
the Budget Committee, he is known in 
Washington and across this country— 
Rudy—as a tough fighter for lower taxes, a 
strong advocate of the spending freeze. 
And here’s a Senator in a tight race who 
made the tough choice and voted for an 
essential budget agreement that’s going to 
bring this deficit down $492 billion over the 
next 5 years. And while others were weep- 
ing because they didn’t get it just the way 
they want, Rudy put the United States of 
America’s interest and Minnesota’s interest 
ahead of his own desire for this change or 
that. And that takes courage; that takes guts 
and independence. And we need more like 
him in the Congress. 

You know, there’s no higher domestic pri- 
ority than the economy, the job-creating 
engine that every family in this country 
counts on. And in recent months, we’ve 
seen some uncertainty and concern. I’m 
concerned about the slower economic 
growth. And that’s why a budget agree- 
ment was crucial and why I was willing to 
go the extra mile to get it. And despite 
tough negotiations, we finally got an agree- 
ment with the Democrats that control both 
the House and the Senate. 

And there were clear differences. The 
Democrats wanted to do it all by raising 
taxes, including income tax rate increases 
for working Americans with that insidious 
indexing provision. They called it socking 
the rich, and it would have raised $40 bil- 
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lion out of the working men and women of 
this country. And thanks to Rudy and others 
up there, we beat it, beat it to its knees. 
And that isn’t going to happen. 

Rudy and I, if we’d had our way, wanted 
to do it more with spending. You see, I 
don’t feel you’re taxed too little; I feel be- 
cause of the liberal Democrats in Washing- 
ton, we’re spending too much. And that’s 
another reason we need him back. 

But the best thing about this agreement 
was we did get strong enforcement provi- 
sions in the law. And we held the—there 
was another one that’s good, too—we held 
the line on reckless cuts. Defense spending 
came down, but we eliminated the reckless 
cuts that would have cut into the heart of 
our national security. And that wouldn’t 
have happened if we didn’t have farsighted 
Senators like Rudy Boschwitz that know 
this world is not a tranquil place. We need 
people that understand the national securi- 
ty interest of the United States of America 
back there in the United States Senate. 

But this is only part of what the battle is 
about, this fiscal sanity. Let’s start with an- 
other issue here: the environment, our 
sacred trust. Rudy, coming from this land of 
10,000 lakes, has been a strong advocate for 
sound environmental practice. I need his 
voice for the environment. We’ve finally 
gotten a clean air bill that I can sign. And 
that’s good for Minnesota; it’s good for the 
Nation; it’s good for Canada and Mexico. 
And we are again in the lead for environ- 
mental purity all across this land of ours 
and across the Earth, but we’ve got to have 
more people that understand you can grow 
and still have good environmental practice. 
And that’s where Rudy is, and I’m grateful 
to him. 

The legislative logjam was broken. I want 
to give a little credit not only to Rudy but 
also to [Senator] Dave Durenberger, be- 
cause without them, I don’t believe I would 
have had a Clean Air Act that I can confi- 
dently and optimistically sign. So, I’m grate- 
ful to both Rudy and Dave on that one. 

There’s still a lot of work to be done on 
the Republican agenda. America, frankly, is 
fed up with crime. I hope you're doing a 
little better in Rochester, Minnesota, than 
we are as a nation as a whole. But neverthe- 
less, Republicans, wherever they are, know 
that we need tough legislation. We know 
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that the handcuffs belong not on our able 
police officers but on the criminals them- 
selves. And that’s the kind of legislation we 
were fighting for. Ever since I met with a 
couple of victims of crime, family groups, it 
occurred to me—and I feel strongly about 
it—that we need a little less sympathy for 
the criminal and a little more for the vic- 
tims of these crimes in this country. 

And shortly after I took office, I stood in 
front of the U.S. Capitol and called on Con- 
gress to pass tough new laws to help Amer- 
ica take back the streets. And instead, in 
the final hours of this liberal-controlled 
Congress back there, Democratic liberals 
choked up and completely gutted our pack- 
age to fight back against violent crime. Re- 
publicans fought for habeas corpus reform 
and stopping convicted criminals from end- 
lessly abusing the appeals process. We 
fought for reforms of the exclusionary rule, 
a judge-made law that lets the guilty go 
free. And Republicans fought for a real Fed- 
eral deatn penalty for drug kingpins and 
terrorists and those who kill our police offi- 
cers. And the Democrats blocked it. And 
we need more Senators like Rudy to stand 
up in the next Congress and fight for that. 

So, if you get the idea that I’m enthusias- 
tic about Rudy Boschwitz, you’re beginning 
to get the message. He’s a class act. He’s a 
class act with a great family. Please send 
him back to Washington. 

And so, my main message here today is 
one of partisan politics, because I believe 
with Arne as Governor and Rudy in the 
Senate you’re going to be in good hands— 
very good hands, indeed. But you know, let 
me now just ask you to set partisan politics 
aside for a minute, because I want to talk to 
you about a subject that is in the hearts and 
on the minds of every single American. And 
I know that everyone in this country is vi- 
tally interested in the Persian Gulf situa- 
tion. 

And you know, former Senator Vanden- 
berg was absolutely right when he said poli- 
tics ends at the water’s edge. And I’m 
grateful to the leaders—Democratic leaders, 
Republican leaders, Democratic Members, 
Republican Members of the House and 
Senate—for their strong bipartisan support. 
But I thought I owe it to the American 
people to keep affirming and bringing as 
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best I can our message of purpose on the 
question of why we are there. 

Let me first be clear: There will be no 
compromise on the stated objectives of the 
United Nations Security Council resolution, 
none at all. And the reason is this: We 
cannot compromise with brutal, naked ag- 
gression. We cannot permit one country to 
bully a neighbor and take it over without 
making them pay the price. 

And let me make another point. Let me 
make another point. The brutality against 
innocent civilians will not be tolerated, and 
that will not stand, either. What’s happen- 
ing to those so-called guests—really hos- 
tages—is uncivilized. And the world should 
rise up and demand that those people be 
let go. It is outrageous what Saddam Hus- 
sein [President of Iraq] is doing. 

No one, no one, wants a peaceful solution 
to this situation more than I do—nobody at 
all. No one, however, is more determined to 
see this aggression turned back than I am. 
We forged together the most fantastic inter- 
national coalition in history. We’ve resur- 
rected the Security Council of the United 
Nations, with 10 resolutions passed con- 
demning this brutal aggression and holding 
of innocent people hostage. And I will do 
my level best to hold that coalition togeth- 
er, to see that these international sanctions 
work, and that Iraq get out of Kuwait—and 
without condition—and free the people that 
they are holding in contravention of inter- 
national law. 

Now, we are determined, and the world 
understands it. And thank God the people 
of the United States understand that it is 
only the United States that has the strength 
and, I would say, total commitment to stay 
the course and see that this aggression is 
turned back. 

These are not easy times. These are not 
easy times at all. But I have never been 
more proud of the young men and 
women—all volunteers—highly motivated, 
beautifully trained, who are serving halfway 
around the world than I am today. These 
are the finest young men and women that 
have ever served in the Armed Forces of 
the United States. And we will not let them 
down. 

And so, let me shift back now 180 de- 
grees. I wanted to get you that message of 
how strongly I feel and end this way. It is 


right that we participate in partisan politics. 
It is right that I as the President go around 
this country talking about the men and 
women that I want elected to office, as the 
Democratic leaders are doing for their can- 
didates. And it is right that I came to Roch- 
ester, Minnesota, today to tell you from the 
bottom of my heart—and I seldom speak 
for the Silver Fox, that’s Barbara, my wife— 
and this one I confidently do. And even our 
dog, Millie, agrees with this. [Laughter] 
That we strongly support Arne Carlson for 
Governor. And we urge you—we cry out— 
send Rudy Boschwitz, our friend, your ad- 
mired Senator, back to Washington, DC, for 
6 more years. 
Thank you, and God bless all of you. 


Note: The President spoke at 12:22 p.m. in 
the gymnasium of John Marshall High 
School. In his remarks, he referred to enter- 
tainer Wayne Newton; Joanelle Dyrstad, 
candidate for Lieutenant Governor; Dave 
Jennings, candidate for secretary of state; 
and Bob Heinrich, candidate for State audi- 
tor. 


Proclamation 6221—For a National 
Day of Prayer, November 2, 1990 


November 2, 1990 


By the President of the United States 
of America 


A Proclamation 


Throughout American history, the people 
of this Nation have depended on Almighty 
God for guidance and wisdom. Both Scrip- 
ture and experience confirm that the Lord 
hears the prayers of those who place their 
trust in Him. Time and again, in peril and 
uncertainty, doubt and decision, we Ameri- 
cans have turned to God in prayer and, in 
so doing, found strength and direction. 

Today the United States and, indeed, all 
civilized countries are being challenged by 
a dictator who would brazenly deny the 
sovereignty of other nations in order to 
achieve regional hegemony and to wield 
undue influence over the global economy. 
Iraqi forces continue to occupy neighboring 
Kuwait, terrorizing that nation’s citizens in 
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an affront to international law and funda- 
mental standards of morality. Scores of U.S. 
civilians and citizens of other nations con- 
tinue to be held hostage under inhuman 
conditions in both Kuwait and Iraq. Thou- 
sands have been made refugees fleeing 
from aggression in Kuwait and brutality in 
Iraq. To deter further aggression, thousands 
of American service men and women have 
been deployed and remain on duty in the 
demanding climate of the Persian Gulf 
region. They, too, face considerable hard- 
ship and danger. We are grateful for the 
loyalty, devotion to duty, and sacrifices of 
the members of our Armed Forces. Yet we 
know that military strength alone cannot 
save a nation or bring it prosperity and 
peace; as the Scripture speaks, “Unless the 
Lord watches over the city, the watchman 
stays awake in vain.” With these grave con- 
cerns before us, we do well to recall as a 
Nation the power of faith and the efficacy 
of prayer. 

The Psalmist proclaimed: “God is our 
refuge and strength, a very present help in 
trouble.” Today let us turn to Him, both as 
individuals and as a Nation, to ask for His 
continued mercy and guidance. Let us pray 
for peace in the Persian Gulf, and let us ask 
the Lord to protect all those Americans and 
citizens of other nations, who are working 
to uphold the universal cause of freedom 
and justice half a world away from home. 
May it please the Lord to grant all leaders 
of nations involved in this crisis the wisdom 
and courage to work towards its just and 
speedy resolution. 

The Congress, by House Joint Resolution 
673, has authorized and requested the 
President to issue a proclamation designat- 
ing November 2, 1990, as a National Day of 
Prayer. 

Now, Therefore, I, George Bush, Presi- 
dent of the United States of America, do 
hereby proclaim November 2, 1990, as a 
National Day of Prayer for American serv- 
ice personnel and American civilians sta- 
tioned or held hostage in the Persian Gulf 
region. I urge all Americans to pause on 
this day to pray for these individuals and 
their families. I ask that prayer be made for 
the commanders of American military 
forces in the region and leaders in other 
nations that have deployed military forces 
in the Middle East to stop this aggression. I 
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also urge the American people and their 
elected representatives to give thanks to 
God for His mercy and goodness and 
humbly to ask for His continued help and 
guidance in all our endeavors. 

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set 
my hand this second day of November, in 
the year of our Lord nineteen hundred and 
ninety, and of the Independence of the 
United States of America the two hundred 
and fifteenth. 


George Bush 


[Filed with the Office of the Federal Regis- 
ter, 10:21 a.m., November 5, 1990] 


Remarks at a Republican Reception in 
Sioux City, lowa 


November 2, 1990 


Thank you very much. Somehow it seems 
like I just left. But thank you. I am delight- 
ed to be back in the Hawkeye State and in 
Sioux City, this all-American city whose citi- 
zens had planned this marvelous emergen- 
cy response, a city that was ready for the 
worst kind of a challenge, a city that 
opened its hearts to the survivors of a trage- 
dy, a city that inspired the world. Thank 
you for all you’ve done. 

And I’m delighted to be standing here 
with a United States Senator who does sup- 
port me, and, I say, support you, the people 
of Iowa, for our common objectives. An old 
friend—and I’m talking about Chuck Grass- 
ley who is making such an outstanding 
record in the United States Senate. 

Let me say a word about his former 
spokeswoman, who is now so outspoken on 
behalf of her husband. What a fantastic 
campaigner—she is fantastic. Barbara sends 
her love. I’m talking about Bev Tauke. She’s 
marvelous. 

I see some other party leaders, all of 
whom have been introduced, and I want to 
thank them. I want to single out the Con- 
gressman from the Fifth District, an early 
and longtime supporter and friend, Con- 
gressman Jim Lightfoot, over here. And of 
course, your very own, from the Sixth Dis- 
trict, Fred Grandy. What a job he’s doing 
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for his country. And let me also salute Joy 
Corning and your next Lieutenant Gover- 
nor and the rest of the Iowa ticket. 

That brings me to the main course: two 
great Iowans, a great present Congressman, 
a great future Senator, Tom Tauke, and a 
great Governor, Terry Branstad. Oh, how 
we need them both reelected and elected. 

You know, as I looked across the national 
scene, I can’t think of any Governor who 
faced a stronger challenge than Terry did 
in his first two terms. But he prevailed be- 
cause he believed in the ethic that Tom was 
talking about. He believed in controlling 
spending and promoting enterprise. And as 
the Omaha World Herald put it, Branstad 
gave the State of Iowa sensible leadership 
through the hard times of the past few 
years and guided the State into its current 
recovery. Terry is more than a Governor 
who withstood the test of hard times. He’s 
fought for one of the best State educational 
systems in the entire country. He’s more 
than a Governor; he’s a leader. And he’s 
leading Iowa into an even greater future. 
Send this man back to the statehouse. 

I might add that it’s little surprise that at 
the Charlottesville education summit, this 
first national summit on education with the 
President and all Governors, Terry and I 
worked closely to reform American educa- 
tion, just as he’s worked for better schools 
right here in Iowa. And in short, he has 
been good for Iowa. He’s won your support 
the old-fashioned way: He earned it. And 
he was also instrumental in formulating 
these national educational goals for the 
entire country. And I need him now re- 
elected to be sure those goals are met for 
the entire Nation. 

And now a word about another old 
friend, a man I’ve known for many years. 
We're here on behalf of him. He’s also 
earned the right to represent Iowa. He’s a 
tireless fighter for the family, for the tax- 
payer, and for the farmer and the working 
people of the Second District and all of 
Iowa. And I’m, of course, talking about your 
next United States Senator, Tom Tauke. 

You may not know the whole story of 
why he decided to run for the Senate. Let 
me tell you about it. It turns out he was 
walking right through a field one day, 
almost lost between towering stalks of corn 
when he heard a voice—{laughter|—and 


the voice said, “If you run, you will win.” 
[Laughter] So, “Field of Dreams” aside, I 
share your dream that he be elected to the 
United States Senate on Tuesday. We need 
him bad. 

We need him. We need him. And it is not 
my habit to speak against anyone’s oppo- 
nent. I haven’t done that, and I’m not going 
to start now. I’m here to be for Tom Tauke. 
But I want to just say that I would like to 
have somebody in the United States Senate 
that supports me and my objectives a little 
bit more and not less than Ted Kennedy. 
[Laughter] So, you figure it out. What he 
told you about his opponent’s support for 
the President is true. It’s written in the 
Congressional Quarterly. I urge you to look 
it up. 

You know, ours is a party with a vision. 
We are the party with new ideas—a vision, 
a change, a sweep of new thinking that can 
only come with more Republicans. And 
we're also a party that’s committed to a 
growing economy, that job-creating engine 
that every family in America counts on. 

And I know in recent months national- 
ly—delighted the Iowa economy is doing 
well—but nationally, we’ve seen some un- 
certainty and concern about slower eco- 
nomic growth. And that’s why, as President, 
I had to make a tough decision on this defi- 
cit deal. After difficult negotiations, we fi- 
nally reached that agreement with the 
party that controls Congress—both Houses 
controlled by the liberal elements of the 
Democratic Party. And the Democrats 
wanted to raise taxes, including income 
taxes on working Americans. And they 
called it—and Tom stood up and knocked 
this down—they called it soak the rich. But 
here’s the fact: Their proposed surtax on 
the rich to raise—I think it would have 
raised $4 billion, was in the very same bill. 
They were yelling about that. And the lib- 
eral Democrats in that same legislation 
rammed through taxes on the working man 
and woman of $40 billion—$4 billion to 
soak the rich and $40 billion to hit the 
working man and woman of Iowa. We need 
Tom Tauke, not more of these liberal 
spenders, in Washington, DC. 

And I agree with Tom. I agree if we had 
more like him and Fred Grandy and Jim 
and Chuck Grassley we could get the job 
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done by more cuts in spending and less 
taxes out of your pocket, because it is our 
theory that we don’t tax you too little, 
Washington and the Democrats spend too 
much. 

You know, Terry Branstad can give us all 
a good, sound lecture on cutting waste. 
Forty-three Governors, like him, already 
use the line-item veto. I believe he told me 
he’s used it 120 times, working for the tax- 
payers of this State. And this is an example 
not lost on Tom Tauke, who has sponsored 
and fought for the line-item veto where it is 
needed most of all: in Washington, DC. And 
if we put Tom and more like him in the 
Senate, we can make that line-item veto the 
law of the land. And if Congress can’t do it, 
give the President a chance to cut that 
spending. 

I'd also like to ask you to compare the 
records on our crime legislation, legislation 
to try to curtail crime at the Federal level. 
Shortly after I took office, I stood before the 
United States Capitol and called on the 
Congress to pass tough new laws to help 
America take back the streets. And instead, 
in the final hours of this Congress, Demo- 
cratic liberals completely gutted our pack- 
age to fight against violent crime. 

Now, let me just tell you what Tom 
Tauke and I want. We want habeas corpus 
reform because convicted criminals should 
not be able to endlessly delay justice. We 
want to reform the exclusionary rule so this 
judge-made law won't let the guilty go free. 
And because we believe in backing up our 
law enforcement officials, we want some- 
thing else: We want a Federal death penal- 
ty for drug kingpins, for terrorists, and 
those who wipe out Federal law enforce- 
ment officials. Republicans are the ones 
who have more sympathy for the victims 
and a little bit less for the criminals. That’s 
the kind of vote we need in the Senate. 

I believe we’re beginning to win this war 
against drugs. Our national strategy is be- 
ginning to work. And there’s some hearten- 
ing information about this—heartening evi- 
dence and statistical evidence. So, I don’t 
want to be here with a message of gloom 
and doom. I believe the Nation is waking 
up to the idea that we can no longer toler- 
ate the drug culture. But I would say this: 
We need people like Tom Tauke in the 
Senate so justice can be done. I happen to 
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believe that a strong offense against the 
narcotic traffickers is what we need, not 
this coddling by the law that the Democrats 
have put up with. 

And there are many, many other reforms. 
We've also, frankly, achieved a lot. I don’t 
want to be just on the negative side; we’ve 
achieved a lot recently—remarkable, con- 
sidering that we’re a minority in the House 
and a minority in the United States Senate. 
We fought for a responsible clean air bill. 
And we asked Congress to cut acid rain, to 
cut smog by harnessing new technology 
with the power of the marketplace. We 
fought for this, and we won it. And one of 
the ways we can clean the skies of America 
is, as you know in this State so well, with 
alternative fuels. So, we can cut our de- 
pendence on foreign and give our business 
to the American farmer. 

Another good thing that Tom and his 
fellow Iowans in the Senate and House Re- 
publicans have fought for was a responsible 
child-care law, one that rejects that old lib- 
eral Democrat idea of warehousing chil- 
dren, one that would put choice in the 
hands of American families. Republicans 
want to empower parents, not the Govern- 
ment, to choose those who will take care of 
their children. And we won that battle, 
thanks to Tom and others. 

So, I guess what it boils down to is our 
vision, a vision based on good, old-fashioned 
family values. In education, in child care, in 
protecting the environment, Republicans 
are the ones that are determined to bring 
hope and opportunity to millions taken for 
granted by the Democrats. And if ever you 
despair about our political process, think 
that it’s not working, remember this is your 
country. It belongs to those who work in 
the fields and the factories, and it belongs 
to those who teach the children of Iowa so 
well—and God bless our teachers for the 
job they’re doing with our young people. 

America belongs to the people, and 
America’s leaders should reflect that simple 
fact. And so, let’s make election day an op- 
portunity day. Let’s return, of course, Jim 
Lightfoot and Fred Grandy to the Congress. 
That’s off to a good start right there. And 
let’s send our great Governor back to Des 
Moines: Terry Branstad. And then let’s take 
a look at that Senate and send me some 
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people that I can work with for the values 
that you believe in, someone to help Chuck 
Grassley, not just cancel out his vote on 
every issue. And I’m, of course, talking 
about Barbara and my friend Tom Tauke. 
Elect him on Tuesday. Work your heart out. 
We need him. He can make a difference for 
Iowa and for the United States of America. 

Thank you, and God bless the United 
States. 


Note: The President spoke at 6:16 p.m. in 
Gallery A of the Sioux City Convention 
Center. In his remarks, he referred to Joy 
Corning, the Republican candidate for 
Lieutenant Governor. 


Remarks at a Tree-Planting Ceremony 
in Thousand Oaks, California 


November 3, 1990 


Thank you all. What a lovely, lovely day. 
Please be seated, and thank you. And may I 
salute Governor Deukmejian; Senator Pete 
Wilson; your own Congressman, Congress- 
man Gallegly; Bob Lagomarsino, neighbor- 
ing Congressman; the distinguished envi- 
ronmentalist who leads our EPA [Environ- 
mental Protection Agency], Bill Reilly, with 
us today from Washington. And of course, 
Dr. Jerry Martin [Miller], we want to thank 
you for cleaning up the air and affording us 
such a very special day on your campus. 

It is a pleasure to see these trees, spread 
beneath a broad and peaceful sky like, I’d 
say, a thousand points of shade. [Laughter] 
And in a few minutes, it’s going to be a 
thousand and one. 

I'm told that the people of Thousand 
Oaks have invested countless hours in 
urban forestry management, something 
every community in America can do. Trees 
save on cooling cost, reduce urban smog. 
Trees mean greener cities and neighbor- 
hoods. And they are God’s great filter— 
noise and air—providers of shade, privacy, 
and wildlife habitat. 

But more than that, trees create a sense 
of community among the people who plant 
them and a sense of continuity between 
generations. And if we had stronger trees, 
these would not be falling over if we had 


them tied into the tree. [Laughter] And 
that’s why I’m so pleased that this year’s 
budget will begin our ambitious national 
tree-planting program. 

I’m also pleased about something else. I 
made a commitment as a candidate for 
President to break the congressional stale- 
mate that has hindered progress for clean 
air in this country for 13 years. And I con- 
tinued that commitment beginning a year 
and a half ago by coming forward with a 
comprehensive clean air proposal. We 
worked with the leaders from both parties, 
local government, environmentalists, repre- 
sentatives of industry because I believed 
that it was time for a new approach. And I 
want to thank your Senator for his support. 
I want to thank the example set by the 
Governor of this State. I want to thank the 
Members of Congress on both sides of the 
aisle who were extraordinarily supportive. 

The old tradition of simply regulation was 
not the answer. And we needed a new kind 
of environmentalism, driven by the knowl- 
edge that a sound ecology and a strong 
economy can go forward together. And so, I 
challenged the Congress to work with me 
to break the logjam of clean air. And while 
our proposals differed in minor details, Con- 
gress has passed a bill that is true to the 
architecture and spirit of our approach. 

Thanks to the persistence of Pete Wilson 
and other Members of Congress and to our 
able head of our EPA—Bill Reilly is with us 
today—we are on the verge of a major do- 
mestic achievement for all Americans. And 
I can now say to Californians that I will sign 
this landmark clean air legislation as soon as 
it gets to my desk within the next few days. 

Just a couple of details: The bill that I 
proposed last year and that Congress passed 
last week is efficient, effective legislation 
that will pull 56 billion pounds of pollution 
from the air every year—224 pounds for 
every man, woman, and child in America. 
And this legislation is a bold departure from 
the old Washington-knows-best approach. It 
achieves unprecedented pollution reduc- 
tions by using incentives and the power of 
market forces. And in a phrase, we're clean- 
ing up the air not through overregulation 
but through smarter regulation. 

This clean air legislation will cut in half 
the emissions that cause acid rain, by 10 
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million tons, and then cap them at these 
lower levels. It will cut the emissions that 
cause smog in our cities, so that by the end 
of this century more than 100 major U:S. 
cities will have cleaner, healthier air. And it 
will cut these dangerous air toxic emissions 
by 75 percent. And it will encourage broad- 
er use of alternative fuels. 


Ever since I first joined the Congress 
more than 25 years ago, I have been com- 
mitted to using our laws to protect the en- 
vironment; and so, of course, has our Sena- 
tor Pete Wilson. We both believe that in its 
size and scope this clean air act isn’t simply 
the most significant environmental legisla- 
tion of this administration, it’s the most sig- 
nificant air pollution legislation in the histo- 
ry of this country. 


This clean air act is sound energy policy 
as well because it does promote conserva- 
tion. It encourages the use of cleaner fuels. 
It strengthens America’s energy security. 
And in a short time since we issued the 
clean air challenge, we’ve seen a revolution 
in thinking about alternative fuels. The 
time is right, the people are ready, and in- 
dustry is responding. 

We are on the verge of a new era for 
clean air. And so, to commemorate a mile- 
stone in America’s environmental history, 
today we'll plant a tree, because what we 
celebrate this day has roots running deeper 
than law. It is potential for new progress, a 
planting with a daily harvest, a promise last- 
ing far longer than our lifetimes. 


And so, thank you all for joining us at this 
symbolic occasion. I am very grateful that 
we have a clean air act. And now I would 
encourage all the citizens in our country to 
follow the example of today, right on this 
campus, and assist us in making tree plant- 
ing a major national objective—not only 
good for the United States but it benefits 
the entire world. 


Thank you all so much for coming. 


Note: The President spoke at 9:50 a.m. in 
Kingsman Park on the campus of Califor- 
nia Lutheran University. In his remarks, he 
referred to Jerry Miller, president of the 
university. 
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Remarks at a Reception for 
Gubernatorial Candidate Pete Wilson 
in Thousand Oaks, California 


November 3, 1990 


Thank you very, very much. Pete, let me 
give you my impartial view of the situation. 
[Laughter] It is absolutely essential to Cali- 
fornia and it is absolutely essential, I’d say, 
for the entire country that this, the biggest 
State in the Union, have Pete Wilson as the 
next Governor, following our outstanding 
Governor George Deukmejian. 

And I’m delighted to be in Elton’s con- 
gressional district. We need him back there 
and plenty more like him. And the same for 
Bob Lagomarsino for the next district. And 
this year in California, we have a class-act, 
skilled, seasoned ticket of excellence. With 
us today, Marion Bergeson, the next Lieu- 
tenant Governor; Joan Milke Flores, as sec- 
retary of state; Tom Hayes, State treasur- 
er—we need him there to watch these 
guys—and of course, Dan Lungren, my old 
friend and former Congressman, who will 
be a great attorney general; and Wes Banis- 
ter, the insurance commissioner. We’ve got 
a great ticket. Now you've got to vote for 
Pete and the rest of them. And after 
they’ve served their term, how about send- 
ing Eric Peterson off to be Governor of the 
State? The guy’s tough. 

I take great pride as President in the way 
the Marine Band, the President’s own, plays 
“Hail to the Chief.” But if they ever get 
tired, what about the Thousand Oaks High 
School Band? They were marvelous. You 
guys were good, real good. 

I am delighted to be back with you. What 
a reception I had at the airport, Point 
Mugu: red carpet, 2l-gun salute, signs 
saying, “Welcome back!” “We love you!” 
And when I went down the stairs, I told 
someone I was surprised by the big greet- 
ing. He said, “Not as surprised as I was. We 
were expecting Barbara.” 

Gayle, she sends her love to you. She’s 
your friend, as you know. And we Bushes, 
our entire family, just wish you and Pete all 
the best on this very important coming 
Tuesday. 

You know, I won’t regale you with the 
background, but you know the record: the 
great mayor of San Diego, superb Senator. 





Administration of George Bush, 1990 / Nov. 3 


President Reagan calls him principled. 
Even his opponents call him wonderful. 
[Laughter] And in January, everyone will 
call him Governor. 

He’s a great manager. As mayor, he bal- 
anced 11 straight budgets. As an environ- 
mentalist, he’s playing a great, big part in 
my decision to put a moratorium earlier 
this year on oil and gas leasing off the coast. 
An advocate for fiscal sanity, quality educa- 
tion. You know of his record as being tough 
on crime and wanting the laws in Washing- 
ton to do something about it. And the same 
approach would be brought to bear follow- 
ing up on Duke’s magnificent record right 
here in Sacramento. He deserves your sup- 
port, so I came out here to say: Let’s elect 
Pete Wilson the next Governor of this State. 

You know, in recent months, we’ve seen 
some uncertainty and concern about the 
slower economic growth across our country. 
And that’s why a budget agreement of sorts 
was crucial. And that’s why I had to com- 
promise—found as Harry Truman said, that 
the buck does stop on the President’s desk. 
And every once in a while, you have to 
make a tough decision to compromise. And 
despite tough negotiations, we finally 
reached a budget agreement with the 
Democrats that control both Houses of Con- 
gress. 

And when it came to our approach, 
though, let me point out three big differ- 
ences. The Democrats—and Elton and Bob 
know this well, and Pete as well—wanted to 
raise taxes, including income tax rates on 
every working man and woman in this 
country. And I wanted to reduce the deficit 
by spending cuts. We did get a $492-billion 
deficit reduction over 5 years—$350 billion 
of it in spending cuts, incentives to make us 
less dependent on foreign oil. So, there 
were some good things there. But the main 
thing: Congress now is on a pay-as-you-go 
plan. There are real enforcement provi- 
sions. And finally, although the defense 
budget was reduced, thanks to Pete Wilson 
and others like him that know the impor- 
tance of our national security we held the 
line against reckless cuts to ensure that this 
nation’s Armed Forces remain strong. We 
are in a dangerous world, and we better not 
let down our guard. And thank God for 
Pete and Congressmen like these two. 


That’s just part of what we’ve accom- 
plished as a party of change. For example, 
when it comes to the environment—Pete 
mentioned it—but he and I believe that to 
keep our environment green, we don’t 
have to be Big Green. And in fact, Pete 
wrote the first coastal protection act, and a 
driving force for our environmental initia- 
tives, supported our expanded land acquisi- 
tion for national parks and wildlife refuges 
and forest and public lands. And all of this 
explains why I asked Pete to lead our cru- 
sade for clean air. And today, as a result— 
thanks to the innovation and cooperation of 
the industry; of government; our EPA [En- 
vironmental Protection Agency], under Bill 
Reilly, who’s with me here today; and the 
environmentalists across the country—we 
have broken a 13-year legislative logjam. 
And finally, I have a clean air bill that I will 
be proud to sign when I go back to Wash- 
ington, DC. 

I wish I could give you a better report on 
the Congress. If we had more Republicans 
in the Congress like these two, I could give 
you a better one. But let me just say this: 
There’s still work to be done on our agenda. 

Ask Pete, the grandson of a police officer 
who gave his life in the line of duty. He 
knows, I know, George Deukmejian knows, 
America is fed up with crime. And we want 
people who have a little more sensitivity to 
the police officers, and a little less for the 
criminals themselves. 

Shortly after I took office, I stood before 
the Capitol and I called on the Congress to 
pass tough, new laws to help America take 
back the streets. And instead, in the final 
hours of the Congress—George thinks he’s 
got troubles with Willie Brown [speaker of 
the State assembly]}—{/aughter]—look, in 
the final hours of this Congress, the Demo- 
cratic liberals choked, and they completely 
gutted our package to fight back against 
violent crime. We fought for habeas corpus 
reforms aimed at stopping the convicted 
criminals from endlessly abusing the ap- 
peals process. We fought for reforms of the 
exclusionary rule, a law that lets the guilty 
go free far too often. And we fought for a 
real Federal death penalty for drug king- 
pins and terrorists and those who gun down 
our police officers. And the liberals gutted 
those right out of our package. They 
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blocked them, and we’ve got to get tough 
now. 

And I think especially of the fine, young 
police officers like San Bernardino’s own 
Rob Shultis, who was brutally killed last 
February. We will be tough on crime. And 
give me more Republicans in Washington, 
more people like Pete Wilson in Sacramen- 
to, and we'll get the job done for the Amer- 
ican people and for the American families. 

It is simply not fair—I wish you all could 
see these little kids here—but it is simply 
not fair that their parents have to worry in 
some areas of this country when the kids go 
to school, have to worry about the kids’ 
safety. It is time—not to be brutal about 
it—but it is time to have more thoughtful 
people who want to be tough on crime to 
take back our streets. And that’s another 
reason I’m for Pete Wilson. 

There’s a lot of wonderful young people 
here from this great school, and I’m grate- 
ful to President Miller—{applause|—I am 
grateful to the president and Eric and the 
students that are here today. But let me—I 
saw some signs out here, and I understand 
them. And the signs—so let me first put the 
caveat down. I want to shift gears. I want to 
ask you now to lay aside the partisan poli- 
tics because this is—it’s not often I have a 
chance to talk to this many people in the 
State, in the State of California—back in 
Washington all the time. 

But we're at a partisan political event, 
but I’m asking you to shift gears now be- 
cause everyone I know is vitally interested 
in what Pete talked about; that’s the situa- 
tion in the Gulf. And just a few words about 
our mission there, having said that I am 
very grateful to the Republican leaders, to 
the Democratic leaders, liberals, conserv- 
atives, whoever, for the support they are 
giving our policy in the Persian Gulf. It isn’t 
partisan; it is American. And I am very 
grateful for that support. 

So you have it—-and particularly the 
young people—so you have it in your sights: 
We have no quarrel with the Iraqi people, 
none at all. We bear no hostility to the 
people of Iraq, nor do any of the other 25 
countries represented on land and sea in 
the Gulf in the most fantastic coalition put 
together since World War II, or even in- 


cluding that. We have a magnificent U.N.- 
based coalition standing up to the aggressor 
of Iraq. So, our problem is not with the 
young people there or the man on the 
street there; our problem is with Saddam 
Hussein [President of Iraq] and his determi- 
nation to be the neighborhood bully. And 
there’s a fundamental moral point here: A 
neighbor cannot take over another neigh- 
bor, bully it, brutalize it, rape, pillage, and 
plunder in Kuwait, and get away with it. If 
we permit that to happen, we'll pay the 
price another day. And I will not let that 
aggression stand. 


Yesterday at Point Mugu, I climbed off 
the plane and had a chance to at least shake 
hands with some of the wives of our young 
people over there. And look, they’re your 
brothers, our neighbors, sons, daughters, 
friends. These aren’t strangers. These are 
the finest trained American troops in the 
history of this country. Every single one of 
them is a volunteer. And they are beautiful- 
ly motivated. And yet their families are split 
asunder. And so, my message is this: I will 
give the sanctions—unprecedented econom- 
ic sanctions—the chance to work. I will give 
them the time to work. And I can tell each 
parent, each brother, each sister, I hope 
there never is a shot fired in anger. I hope 
that every single one of those kids will 
come home without a shot having been 
fired. 


Now, having said that, we are the United 
States. I see these signs about Hungary and 
the other countries that now enjoy the free- 
doms that sometimes we have taken for 
granted, and I can identify with that. And I 
can identify with the fantastic changes that 
are taking place in Eastern Europe, but I 
also can identify with this principle that one 
country must not be able to bully its neigh- 
bor. And so, I will say this: I don’t want a 
shot fired in anger, but there will be no 
compromise on the stated objectives of the 
United Nations Security Council—none at 
all. The United States will lead, and we will 
stand, and we will prevail against the evil of 
that dictator. 


Pete mentioned the fact that in a few 
weeks that the kids over there will be sit- 
ting down to Thanksgiving dinner. And 
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Barbara and I are really looking forward to 
visiting those young people halfway around 
the world. Each member of the Joint Chiefs 
has told me—and to you parents, listen 
carefully because you know this, but listen 
anyway—each member of the Joint Chiefs 
has told me that, as far as they know, in the 
history of the United States, there have 
never been finer, more motivated, better 


trained soldiers than the men and women - 


over there now. That is a fine tribute to 
your sons and daughters. 

And so, that’s the situation as I see it 
today in the Gulf. I will do my level-best to 
keep this coalition strong, together, stand- 
ing always for principle. But you young 
guys remember: It is only the United States 
that can lead the entire world for this moral 
purpose. We’re the only ones. Countries 
look to us, and that’s the beautiful thing 
about the heritage groups represented here 
today. Every single one of them recognizes 
that this is the country that stands for free- 
dom, stands against aggression. And as long 
as I’m President, I'll do my level-best to 
portray that message to every country in 
the world. 

And now let me shift back to the business 
at hand. Salute all of you. Thank the stu- 
dents on this great campus. And encourage 
you to do this: Do not take democracy for 
granted. Go out there and vote in this im- 
portant national election. The elections in 
California will affect every State in the 
entire country. So, go out and elect Pete 
Wilson and this distinguished team. Elect 
him Governor of this State. And do your 
part to move California ahead. 

Thank you all, and God bless you. 


Note: The President spoke at 10:40 a.m. in 
the auditorium at California Lutheran Uni- 
versity. In his remarks, he referred to Rep- 
resentatives Elton Gallegly and Robert J. 
Lagomarsino; Eric Peterson, president of 
the university’s Republican students speak- 
ers’ bureau; Jerry Miller, president of the 
university; Pete Wilson’s wife, Gayle; and 
Big Green, the environmental protection 
initiative on the November ballot in Cali- 
fornia. 


Proclamation 6222—National Week to 
Commemorate the Victims of the 
Famine in Ukraine, 1932-1933 


November 3, 1990 


By the President of the United States 
of America 


A Proclamation 


During the brutal famine that struck the 
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic from 
1932 to 1933, more than seven million men, 
women, and children died of starvation. 
Tragically—and to the horror of all those 
who cherish the blessings of life and liber- 
ty—this deadly famine was not caused by 
drought or by failed harvests. Rather, it re- 
sulted from a cruel and deliberate effort to 
destroy the spirit and the will of the 
Ukrainian people. 


Between 1932 and 1933 the Government 
of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, 
under the leadership of Joseph Stalin, will- 
fully permitted and even encouraged mass 
starvation in Ukraine. In an effort to en- 
force the collectivization of agriculture and 
to eliminate resistance to Moscow’s rule by 
terror, Soviet authorities not only seized 
Ukrainian farmers’ 1932 crop but also pre- 
vented desperately needed aid from reach- 
ing impoverished villages. 

The United States Commission on the 
Ukraine Famine, mandated by the Congress 
to study this terrible tragedy and to expand 
public knowledge of it, has substantiated 
the belief that the famine was indeed the 
result of deliberate policies of the Soviet 
Government of that time. After months of 
hearings, eyewitness testimony, and the 
careful consideration of other documenta- 
tion, the Commission concluded: “There is 
no doubt that large numbers of inhabitants 
of the Ukrainian SSR and the North Cauca- 
sus Territory starved to death in a man- 
made famine in 1932-1933, caused by the 
seizure of the 1932 crop by Soviet authori- 
ties.” 


This year the Central Committee of the 
Ukrainian Communist Party acknowledged 
that the famine was caused and sustained 
by Stalin and his associates. The current 
Soviet Government, led by President Gor- 
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bachev, has begun to confront the terrible 
legacy of Stalin and his era. It has begun to 
take important initial steps toward filling in 
the “blank pages” of Soviet history and en- 
suring the respect for human rights and 
human dignity that is essential to prevent 
such events from ever happening again. 
These steps are important, and they are en- 
couraging. 

As the United States Commission on the 
Ukraine Famine asserted, it is hoped that 
the lessons learned through this terrible 
tragedy, including “the concealment of 
criminal policies by those who perpetrate 
them,” might provide insights which can be 
of use in confronting the challenges of simi- 
lar events. This week, in commemorating 
the Ukraine famine, we reaffirm our deter- 
mination to do just that. 


The Congress, by Senate Joint Resolution 
329, has designated the week of November 
3 through November 10, 1990, as “National 
Week to Commemorate the Victims of the 
Famine in Ukraine, 1932-1933.” The Con- 
gress has also requested the President to 
issue a proclamation in observance of this 
week. 


Now, Therefore, I, George Bush, Presi- 
dent of the United States of America, do 
hereby proclaim the week of November 3 
through November 10, 1990, as National 
Week to Commemorate the Victims of the 
Famine in Ukraine, 1932-1933. I call upon 
the people of the United States to observe 
this week with appropriate programs, cere- 
monies, and activities that express our con- 
tinued determination to uphold the God- 
given and inalienable rights and dignity of 
all human beings. 

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set 
my hand this third day of November, in the 
year of our Lord nineteen hundred and 
ninety, and of the Independence of the 
United States of America the two hundred 
and fifteenth. 


George Bush 


[Filed with the Office of the Federal Regis- 
ter, 10:22 a.m., November 5, 1990} 
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Remarks at a Republican Campaign 
Rally in Albuquerque, New Mexico 


November 3, 1990 


The President. Frank, thank you very 
much. Thank you all very, very much. I am 
just delighted to be here. Thank you, thank 
you, thank you. Frank, I love this enthusi- 
asm. I think it bodes well for the election of 
Frank Bond as the next Governor of New 
Mexico. Get out and get the job done. 

Frank, to you and Mary Thompson, your 
running mate, Barbara and I send our 
warm, best wishes for a strong and success- 
ful finish to this race you’ve both run so 
well. And I’m delighted to see one of the 
great leaders in the United States Senate 
here, Pete Domenici. What a man he’s 
been for his country. And of course, if we 
had more Congressmen in Washington like 
Steve Schiff, we wouldn’t be worrying 
about red ink and too much spending; we’d 
be doing much, much better. And of 
course, another great Congressman—who is 
not here with us today—but Joe Skeen is 
also the same stripe as Frank. Wonderful 
people—Steve, Frank Bond. And let me just 
throw in another name well-known in 
Washington because he served there, but 
he’s served this State with such distinction, 
my dear friend Garrey Carruthers. What a 
job he’s done. 

And I am very sorry that I had to miss 
the visit just a few days ago, but look at this 
magnificent turnout. And besides, our 
daughter-in-law Columba was up in Santa 
Fe trying to do a little makeup work. I’m 
glad she was here to show the flag for the 
family. Our dog, Millie, sends her love. And 
Barbara Bush, the Silver Fox, sends her 
love, too. 

You know, in a sense, this is kind of like 
coming home, because I spent 12 years 
over in west Texas, right near Eunice and 
Hobbs and not too far from Roswell. And I 
feel I know this State. I’m delighted to be 
back. And I want to just say that we are 
enthusiastic about this trend to send a good 
man, Frank Bond, to follow a good man, 
Garrey Carruthers. 

In a sense, next Tuesday marks a turning 
point for New Mexico. You face a choice: 
whether to turn the clock back and return 
to those days of the seventies—we used to 
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call them the malaise days—or to make this 
election the first step towards a future as 
bright and broad as the New Mexico sky. 
And there’s not a doubt in my mind about 
the right choice: Starting November 6th, 
New Mexico will move forward with Frank 
Bond. 

Frank knows what it takes to make New 
Mexico even more competitive, and he 
knows what it is to do that and how to open 
up markets, national and international. He 
knows what the move towards a free-trade 
pact with our good neighbor Mexico can 
mean for this State’s economy: new jobs, 
new businesses, and new opportunities for 
New Mexico. 

And we are on a glorious new path in our 
relations with our neighboring country 
Mexico. I’ve worked hard with President 
Salinas, and I think I can say to you, rela- 
tions are on the way. They’ve never been 
better, and I think they’re still moving up. 
And I'd like to have a Governor in this 
State with whom I could work to continue 
that great cooperation between the United 
States and Mexico. 

You know, here at home, a growing econ- 
omy is the job number one for our party. 
And the economy is the job-creating engine 
that every family in the country counts on. 
With the help of State leaders like Frank 
Bond, I’m going to do my level-best to see 
that the national economy keeps on grow- 
ing. 

You know, in recent months we’ve seen 
some uncertainty. Some areas have had 
some real slowdown. And that’s why, in my 
judgment, a budget agreement was critical 
and why I was willing to work with Pete 
Domenici and others to go the extra mile to 
get it. And despite tough negotiations, we 
finally got a budget agreement with the 
Democrats, that controlled both Houses of 
the United States Congress. 

And we had our differences—big differ- 
ences. But I want to say that we ended up 
with some things I'll tell you about that are 
good. And it never would have happened 
without Pete Domenici’s courageous leader- 
ship in the United States Senate. 

The Democrats have started up their old 
line again. They wanted to raise taxes, in- 
cluding the income tax rates on every work- 
ing family in America. They talked about 
“soak the rich.” They had a surtax that 


would have raised $4 billion from soaking 
the rich. And at the same time, they were 
sneaking through a provision to raise $40 
billion on the working men and women of 
this country. And we stopped it with Steve 
Schiff and Joe Skeen and Pete Domenici. 

You see, I sent up a budget that would 
have reduced the deficit with spending cuts 
because I believe, as you do, that you’re not 
taxed too little, the Government spends too 
much. We did get some pretty good events 
out of that. We had $492 billion in deficit 
reduction—$350 billion of it was in spend- 
ing cuts. We built in some incentives to 
encourage oil and gas drilling that will 
make America less dependent on foreign 
oil. And I think that’s a good thing and very 
timely. And the best thing about it is Con- 
gress was put on a pay-as-you-go plan—real 
enforcement provisions in this budget 
agreement. And lastly, although defense 
was reduced—and I believe it should have 
been some—we held the line against the 
reckless cut. And we ensured that Ameri- 
ca’s defenses and Armed Forces remain 
second to none anywhere in the world. 

But you know, getting a budget agree- 
ment behind us is just part of what we’ve 
accomplished. Let’s start with the environ- 
ment, our sacred trust. Frank Bond’s grown 
up here, in the shadows of the mountains, 
amid the grandeur and beauty of the New 
Mexico desert. So, you New Mexicans want 
someone committed to preserving New 
Mexico’s rich natural heritage in all its sin- 
gular splendor. And I know a fourth-genera- 
tion New Mexican you can count on. He’s 
right here, and his name is Frank Bond. 

There’s a little good news coming out of 
Washington, because more than a year ago 
I challenged the Congress to support my 
determination to break the stalemate that 
has hindered progress on tough clean air 
legislation for the past decade, to turn tech- 
nology and to power the marketplace to the 
advantage of the environment. And today, 
thanks to the innovation and cooperation of 
industry, government, and environmental 
experts, we’ve broken a 13-year legislative 
logjam. And there will be landmark legisla- 
tion which will decrease by 10 million tons 
the emissions caused by acid rain. It will 
bring to the Nation’s 100 most smog-laden 
cities safer, healthy air. And it will encour- 
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age the use of alternative fuels that are 
safer for our environment and reduce our 
excessive dependence on foreign energy. 
And Republicans care about the environ- 
ment. We have finally got a clean air bill 
that I will sign when I go back to Washing- 
ton, DC. 

There’s still work to be done on the Re- 
publican agenda—education, for example. 
Frank Bond knows America can’t have a 
first-class economy with second-rate schools. 
And we’re determined that every child in 
America has a fair shot at a quality educa- 
tion. That’s why I proposed and, earlier this 
morning, I signed a substantial increase for 
Head Start, to serve 690,000 kids across this 
country. And that’s why we sent to the 
Congress the Educational Excellence Act, 
our action plan for fundamental education 
reform—to reward achievement and en- 
courage accountability and to give parents 
more say in their children’s education. I 
would rather have the parents have more 
choice about the schools than have some 
committee in Washington assign how this 
education ought to work at the State level. 
Frank Bond and I agree on something fun- 
damental: When it comes to the schooling 
of our kids, the bureaucracy does not know 
best; the parents do. And we want to sup- 
port the good, excellent teachers—thank 
God for those teachers that sacrifice to edu- 
cate the young people in this country every 
single day. 

You know, today we’re here on a very 
partisan point of view—proudly. And that’s 
what Americans should do. We ought to 
participate. We ought to work to elect those 
candidates we believe in. Now, as I’ve been 
doing for a couple of days, I want to put 
partisan politics aside. And I know that ev- 
eryone in this country is vitally interested 
in the situation in the Persian Gulf. So, let 
me just say a few words about our mission 
there. 

You know, former Senator Vandenberg 
was right when he said politics ends at the 
water’s edge. And I am very grateful to the 
leaders in the Congress, both Democrat and 
Republican, and to the Members of the 
Congress—all of them—and to the Ameri- 
can people for the steadfast support they 
are giving the policy of the United States of 
America in the Persian Gulf. 
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You know, I want to be very clear about 
this. The United States bears no hostility to 
the people of Iraq, nor do any of the over 
25 countries represented on land and sea in 
the Gulf area. We have no argument with 
the people of Iraq. Our problem is with 
Saddam Hussein and his determination to 
take over and bully a neighbor. And we are 
not going to permit that to stand. And let 
me say this: I want a peaceful resolution to 
this crisis. Indeed, we have worked closely 
with the United Nations in putting sanc- 
tions into effect. The United Nations has 
never been more united nor more fulfilling 
its peacekeeping mission than it is today as 
it unanimously condemns the aggression of 
Saddam Hussein, the invading dictator of 
Iraq. 

So, we are giving the sanctions time to 
work. And I hope there will never ever be 
a shot fired in anger. But once again, let me 
be very, very clear: There will be no com- 
promise on the stated objectives of the 
United Nations Security Council resolutions. 
The brutality against innocent civilians will 
not be tolerated. And it will not stand. 

Saddam Hussein calls them guests, and I 
call them hostages. And Americans are 
being held against their will, and we cannot 
rest until every single one of them comes 
home, free to enjoy the liberties of the 
United States of America. So, let me say 
simply to those that are concerned, protest- 
ing: They’ve got it wrong. We’re not talking 
about oil. We are talking about standing up 
against aggression. And if the United States 
can’t do it and cannot lead, nobody can. We 
do not need another Hitler in this time of 
our century. 

To stake out innocent civilians and to iso- 
late and try to starve out an embassy is 
unacceptable behavior. And even these 
friends over here ought to understand that. 
New Mexicans seem to understand this. 
Right now, brave young men and women 
are serving over there, halfway around the 
world. And they are the finest forces ever 
to serve. They’re standing ready there in 
the sand and the heat of the desert sun. In 
a few weeks, they’re going to sit down for a 
special Thanksgiving, miles from home and 
family. And Barbara and I have a lot to be 
thankful for. And we will be with those 
troops on Thanksgiving Day, and I will give 
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them the thanks of everybody here today 
and of all the American people. 

Yes, these are challenging times for our 
country. They really are challenging times 
for a country. But I can think of no more 
exciting time to be President of the United 
States than today. It is a tremendous chal- 
lenge. Our country is united, and we will 
prevail. 

And now back to the partisan business at 
hand. Next Tuesday think about the liber- 
ties we enjoy in this great country. Think 
about what a privilege it is to walk into a 
polling booth and vote. Think of the 
changes in Eastern Europe and the crying 
out for democracy that has been fulfilled. 
Think of the changes south of our border in 
this hemisphere. And do not take democra- 
cy for granted; go out and vote. Vote for 
Frank Bond, for his running mate, for Pete 
Domenici. Do your duty, and we will have 
better government in the State of New 
Mexico for the next decade. 

Thank you, and God bless you. And God 
bless America. Thank you. 


Note: The President spoke at 4:05 p.m. in 
the Durand Hanger at Albuquerque Inter- 
national Airport. In his remarks, he re- 
ferred to Gov. Garrey Carruthers. 


Remarks to a Campaign Rally for 
Senatorial Candidate Hal Daub in 
Plattsmouth, Nebraska 


November 4, 1990 


Mr. Daub. Mr. President? 

The President. Yes. 

Mr. Daub. We're gathered in Platts- 
mouth, Nebraska, in a Veterans of Foreign 
War post with lots of friends and support- 
ers. And it’s actually a part of the Second 
District that it was my privilege to repre- 
sent when you were Vice President. 

The President. Well, Hal, let me just say 
hello to everybody gathered at Plattsmouth. 
Barbara and I are here in Houston. We vote 
here day after tomorrow—end up my cam- 
paigning—we’ll be here tomorrow. But we 
just wanted to wish you and Cindy the very 
best as this campaign wraps up. 


Obviously, both of us have been there 
before. But I’d like to once again ask the 
people in Nebraska to send you, Hal Daub, 
to the Senate. I need more support. If we’re 
going to get the job done for the people of 
Nebraska and the country, we need more 
people that think like you do. And I really 
am emphasizing the fact that we need 
change. Somebody told me that you'd vis- 
ited 93 counties—every single one of Ne- 
braska’s counties—at least once in this cam- 
paign. And if there’s ever anything that 
demonstrates hard work and commitment, 
certainly that is it. I’m not surprised, nor is 
Barbara, about the tireless campaign you’ve 
been waging. We also know that Cindy’s a 
tremendous asset. 

To the voters and the people there in 
Plattsmouth, let me just say this: I’ve known 
Hal for almost 20 years now. And I’ve 
learned a lot about him. I believe he will 
make a difference. It is the new versus the 
old for the Senate. As a lawyer, as a busi- 
nessman, as a four-term Congressman, he’s 
had the experience; but now he’s going to 
bring a breath of fresh air to that Senate. 
And I believe he can make a difference. 

You know, dealing with a Congress com- 
pletely controlled by the Democrats is not 
easy. It’s not an easy assignment. Let me 
just give you a couple of examples before I 
let you go and let you get out to work for 
Hal. 

Early on, I proposed tough, new Federal 
laws, and I believe we had—on crime. I 
believed that—then, as I do now—that it is 
time we had a little less sympathy for the 
criminals and a little more for the victims of 
crime. And incredibly, the liberal Demo- 
crats killed this legislation in a back room in 
the dead of the night. And that is a singular 
reason why we need Hal Daub in the Con- 
gress in Washington, in the Senate, in the 
United States Congress, to help work on 
these key issues, because I know where he’s 
coming from. And the people of Nebraska 
should understand that we need this driving 
force to get control in that Senate so we'll 
be able to take the offense. On the tax-and- 
spend policies of our opponents, this liberal, 
Democratic Congress is tough to top. 

And again, I think if we had more Repub- 
licans in the Senate we would control the 
agenda. We wouldn’t be playing defense to 
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the liberal agenda that’s coming down the 
pike at me from time to time. The only tool 
that I’ve got is the veto pen. We’ve used it; 
we've used it successfully. But even where 
we get whipped, if I had a Hal Daub in 
there, we’d have a vote to sustain the Presi- 
dent’s position on these key issues. 

I sometimes think that if Washington was 
as well-run as Lincoln, Nebraska, things 
would be a heck of a lot better; and so, I 
want to put in a pitch here for Kay Orr. I 
also hope you get out the vote for another 
dynamic candidate, Ally Milder. Barbara 
was out campaigning with her the other 
day, and both of us send her and send Kay 
and, of course, send Hal and Cindy our very 
best wishes. 

This election could be won or lost de- 
pending on who gets out to the polls. 
Nobody could have worked harder than Hal 
Daub. But now the question comes: Who is 
going to get out to the polls? I know the 
Daub campaign was on the move. And I’m 
depending on each and every one of you to 
get our friends and neighbors to vote. And 
vote for a Senator who will work with us, 
not against us. Vote for one that will be 
good for Nebraska and, in my view, good 
for the values that I was elected on and that 
Barbara and I believe in so much. So, my 
appeal: Elect Hal Daub as your next Sena- 
tor. Hal, go get them. And many thanks. 

Mr. Daub. Mr. President, for you taking 
this time to focus your thoughts on Nebras- 
ka and on my Senate campaign, I’m mighty 
grateful. Dorothea Roberts, who’s here, 
who’s done a good job with her team of 
helping put this gathering together. And 
my wife, Cindy, is standing right beside me. 

The President. Well, give her a big hug 
and go on out and win now. And I’m 
pleased you feel things are moving. 

Ms. Roberts. Hello, Mr. President. 

The President. Hi, Cindy. 

Ms. Roberts. Mr. President, this is Doro- 
thea. Just a minute, I'll give her to you. 

Mrs. Daub. Mr. President, I bring you 
greetings from Plattsmouth, Nebraska, from 
District 2, from Cass County. We all love 
Hal Daub, and we love you. Thank you. 

The President. Well, not at all. Good luck 
to all of you. Now, this is exactly the time to 
put on the final pressure to win on Tuesday. 
Good luck. 
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Mr. Daub. Thanks very much, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 
The President. Over and out. 


Note: The President spoke by telephone at 
2:05 p.m. from Houston, TX. In his remarks, 
he referred to Mr. Daub’s wife, Cindy; Gov. 
Kay Orr; Ally Milder, candidate for the 
House of Representatives; and Dorothea 
Roberts, Republican field representative. A 
tape was not available for verification of 
the content of these remarks. 


Remarks to a Reception for 
Congressional Candidate Genevieve 
Atwood in Salt Lake City, Utah 


November 4, 1990 


Ms. Atwood. Hello, Mr. President. 

The President. Genevieve, I’m glad it’s a 
two-way connection. I thought maybe you’d 
just have to listen, which would be a hard- 
ship. [Laughter] 

Ms. Atwood. Well, no, our relationship’s a 
two-way street, Mr. President. I’m very sup- 
portive of everything you're doing. 

The President. Barbara was just thrilled 
to be out there in Utah, and I just want to 
weigh in at the last minute. She’s here with 
me in Houston, Texas, where we’re going to 
be voting on Tuesday. But she loved being 
out there with you; and she came back with 
glowing reports of what you're doing, of 
your enthusiasm, and of the groundswell of 
support she felt for your campaign. So, she’s 
asked me to pass along a message, and 
here’s what she said: “I need a new friend 
in Washington almost as much as Utah does. 
Elect Genevieve Atwood to the United 
States Congress.” 

Ms. Atwood. That’s a fabulous message. 
We believe in that. 

The President. | expect you're for that. 
And the main thing is I have a wonderful 
feeling that the people of Utah are for that 
as well. But I understand that you have my 
friend the Governor with you there. If he 
is, please give Norm my very best, will you? 

Ms. Atwood. He’s right here. Say hi. 

Governor Bangerter. Vl say it myself, 
Mr. President. It’s delightful to hear from 
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you, and we look forward to seeing you in 
Washington in February. 

The President. Listen, it’s nice talking to 
you, sir. And you know, just if you had a 
minute more, I want to make a couple of 
points on some of the issues. 

I first would like to say how much I rely 
on both Senators Hatch and Garn; and of 
course, Hansen and Nielson, you know, 
doing a great job as well. Utah needs some- 
one who’s going to work with the delega- 
tion, not against it, for the good of State and 
for the good of America. 

And in my view, Genevieve Atwood, with 
her experience as a scientist and former 
legislator and fourth-generation Utahn, she 
understands Utah’s commitment to 
common sense and to the family values that 
I think are so essential in this country. And, 
Genevieve, I know you'll provide a strong 
and independent voice as Congresswoman. 
And believe me, in dealing with the Con- 
gress—both of whose Houses are controlled 
by liberal Democrats—is not the world’s 
greatest assignment, and we get frustrated 
because we need more people like you 
there. 

If you had time for just an example or 
two—you know, on the anticrime legisla- 
tion, I proposed tough new Federal laws. 
And I still feel that it is about time, in our 
legislation, that we show a little less sympa- 
thy for the criminals and a little more for 
the victims of crime. And incredibly, the 
liberal Democrats killed this legislation in a 
back room in the dead of the night. And I 
think if we had more people like you there, 
Genevieve, I believe we could get done in 
the Congress that which the people really 
want done. 

So, anyway, here we go. And I would 
only say that not only on these issues, like 
education and the environment—which is 
so precious to the people of Utah—and anti- 
crime legislation, we’re still facing that tax- 
and-spend mentality of the liberal Demo- 
crats. And Genevieve is a strong supporter, 
I’m told, of the balanced-budget amend- 
ment and that Presidential line-item veto. 
My view is: If Congress can’t do it, give the 
President a shot and let me try. And I be- 
lieve we could make much more progress 
on this deficit without any tax increases by 
holding the line on spending. 


So, good luck on Tuesday. I would say to 
those there, please get out the vote. I know 
things look good in this race, but don’t take 
anything for granted. We want to sound a 
call that would be heard from Temple 
Square to the foothills of the Wasatch 
Mountains to the banks of the Potomac. So, 
go get them. And, Genevieve, we’re with 
you. On election night, we’re right there 
with you, both Barbara and I, sending our 
love and our appreciation for a wonderful 
woman. 

Ms. Atwood. Thank you for your wonder- 
ful support. Senator Hatch is here right 
next to me, and a bunch of folks. Why don’t 
we give the President a cheer. Hooray! 

The President. Hey, if I had known Orrin 
was there, I wouldn’t have said such nice 
things about him. Orrin, if I had known you 
were there, I wouldn’t have said such lovely 
things about you. [Laughter] 

Senator Hatch. 1 understand, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 

The President. Listen, thanks for every- 
thing. You have been fantastic. And my best 
to Jake, too. And, Governor, my respects to 
you, sir. And now go out and get Genevieve 
in there. 

Ms. Atwood. All right. Thank you, Mr. 
President. 

The President. Over and out. 


Note: The President spoke by telephone at 
2:12 p.m. from Houston, TX. The reception 
was held in Ms. Atwood’s home. In his re- 
marks, the President referred to Senators 
Orrin Hatch and Jake Garn, and Repre- 
sentatives James V. Hansen and Howard C. 
Nielson. A tape was not available for verifi- 
cation of the content of these remarks. 


Remarks to a Campaign Rally for 
Congressional Candidate Wayne 
Gilchrest in Salisbury, Maryland 


November 4, 1990 


The President. ——After all, this is our 
country, and that seat of yours in the 
United States Congress belongs to the 
people of the Eastern Shore—the farmers, 
the fishermen, the teachers, and everyone 
else in that wonderful part of the State. 
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And if something is wrong, you can do 
something about it. And you can elect one 
of your own to the Congress as someone 
who shares our values, our family values. 
And that all boils down, as far as I’m con- 
cerned, to this phrase: Elect Wayne Gilch- 
rest! 

You know, in dealing with the Congress 
completely controlled—both Houses com- 
pletely controlled by the liberal Democrats, 
I’ve concluded that it isn’t easy. I was elect- 
ed to do certain things, and we get blocked 
because we have too few Wayne Gilchrests 
in the United States Congress. 

Let me give you an example: I proposed 
tough, new Federal laws of anticrime legis- 
lation. And I really believed that it was 
time that we had a little less sympathy for 
the criminals and a little more for the vic- 
tims of crime. But incredibly, we sent up a 
strong anticrime package, and it got totally 
bogged down by the liberal Democrats 
trying to kill the legislation and change it 
right there in the dead of night. And that’s 
a very good reason to send Wayne Gilchrest 
up there, because we need more Congress- 
men that will support strong anticrime leg- 
islation. 

And then I’ve had to veto after veto 
pieces of legislation in the Congress because 
the Democratic Party—not the one you 
used to think of in the Eastern Shore way, 
back when once in a while you could get 
what they called a conservative Democrat, 
but the national Democratic Party that con- 
trols this Congress simply is on a continuous 
tax-and-spend binge. And I really believe 
more people like Wayne could make a big 
difference—I know they’d make a differ- 
ence. 

And so, again, I urge you to put someone 
who is in touch, who’s in tune, with the 
people of Salisbury and the people of the 
Eastern Shore there. And so, this district— 
I’ve talked to all our political experts—this 
district is one of the critical districts in the 
country for change, the kind of change that 
I want to see, the kind of change that I 
know you want to see. So, don’t let them 
tell you no one can make a difference. In 
this very district, you can make the differ- 
ence, make the change that will help our 
country. You’ve got a good man there in 
Wayne. So, go out and work hard for him. 

And God bless you all. 
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Mr. Gilchrest. Thank you, Mr. President, 
and we will. And we're looking forward to 
victory on Tuesday. We know that the 
people of Maryland are going to vote for 
their community, and more importantly, 
they’re going to vote for their children. 

And we know that you’re busy, and we 
greatly appreciate this time that you have 
given to us. We all do. 

The President. Well, not at all. And Bar- 
bara’s sitting right here. We’re off to go to 
get-out-the-vote phone bank here in Hous- 
ton, Texas. And before we go, we want to 
send you our love and our affection. And, 
yes, we share your interest in these family 
values, and we want the best. And by golly, 
that’s why I’m on the phone urging every- 
body there to vote for Wayne Gilchrest. 

Over and out. And good luck to you. 


Note: The President spoke by telephone at 
2:20 p.m. from Houston, TX. The rally was 
held at Mr. Gilchrest’s campaign headquar- 
ters. A tape was not available for verifica- 
tion of the content of these remarks. 


Remarks to a Campaign Rally for 
Gubernatorial Candidate Arliss 
Sturgulewski in Anchorage, Alaska 


November 4, 1990 


The President. Well, hello, Anchorage. 
Jim, are you there? 

Mr. Campbell. Yes, we can hear you. 
You’re coming across great, Mr. President. 
We’ve got a large group here, as Arliss said, 
supporters that have been with us. And 
really, thank you for this opportunity. And 
also, we’ve just been campaigning, as Arliss 
mentioned, with Senator Stevens, Senator 
Murkowski, Don Young this morning; and 
thank you for letting them get on home 
with us. 

The President. Well, listen, first of all, let 
me just, please, give my very best to Ted 
Stevens and Frank Murkowski and Don 
Young. You’ve got a wonderful, wonderful 
delegation for Alaska and for the United 
States back there in Washington. And I’m 
grateful to each one of the three of them 
every single day. So, I first want to salute 
that congressional delegation, one of the 





greatest that we’ve got. And if we had more 
peaple like them in the Senate and more 
people like Don in the House, we would be 
sailing along with the agenda that Alaskans 
want to see fulfilled. 

So, that’s enough of the Washington 
scene, but Barbara and I are here in Hous- 
ton, Texas. One day of campaigning tomor- 
row, and then I vote and go back to Wash- 
ington. But we wanted to just send, Arliss, 
to send you and Jim our very best. I’ve 
known Arliss Sturgulewski for a long time, 
Jim Campbell, too. And they'll make a great 
Governor and Lieutenant Governor for the 
State. 

You know, I would say that Alaska needs 
a Governor 

Mr. Campbell. Are you paying for this 
callP We’re getting a lot of applause. 

The President. Yes. [Laughter] Hey, 
listen, I’m just getting warmed up when I 
think of that wonderful ticket up there. But 
I’m glad you’ve got so many people there. 

And let me simply say that the State 
needs a Governor who does not do business 
as usual and someone who doesn’t flinch at 
making the tough choices and who will go 
in there and shake things up for all the 
right reasons. And of course, Arliss, that’s 
why I so strongly support you. And I be- 
lieve that everyone there, certainly—and 
I’m hopeful on Tuesday the rest of the 
State—will say the same thing: that we’ve 
got the best candidates. Far and away the 
best gubernatorial candidate: a 25-year 
record as an Alaska leader, including serv- 
ice on every standing State senate commit- 
tee in her four terms. And this kind of rich 
experience in business and government will 
serve the State well. So, get out and vote. 

Ms. Sturgulewski. Thank you, Mr. Presi- 
dent. We look forward to working with you 
on ANWAR [Arctic National Wildlife 
Refuge], on some high seas driftnet fishery 
issues, on some military issues. And we’re 
really delighted at your support, look for- 
ward to working with you and our congres- 
sional delegation. And good luck on the 
campaign trail, and I know you wish that to 
us 


The President. Well, I do. But listen, I’m 
not finished yet, Arliss. I’m just getting 
warmed up here. But I wanted to mention 
one other issue if I could: education. I 
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mean, Ted and Frank are working hard for 
our Education Excellence Act; Don Young 
supporting it. But I really think a lot of the 
answer lies at the State level. And with 
your experience as a schoolteacher, I be- 
lieve that you can champion the cause of 
education in Alaska, just as I’m trying to 
champion the cause of education in the 
country. 


And I need your help to help us achieve 
what we laid out at the Governors summit. 
I’m talking about the goals for national edu- 
cational excellence. So, that’s another 
reason we want to see you in there. And so, 
please work hard, you and Jim. 


And may I just say to your supporters 
there, you know, I get sick and tired of all 
these gloomy assessments that I hear on tel- 
evision and read about in the papers. We 
have a lot to be grateful for in our country, 
and one of the things is, individuals can 
make a difference. And this cynical report- 
ing we hear about, how everybody is 
gloomy and down in the dumps—I don’t 
believe it. Alaskans have never been that 
way. And if you all get out and vote, you 
can say to yourselves on Wednesday: I 
made a difference. I elected Arliss and Jim, 
sent Don Young and Ted Stevens—Frank’s 
already there—back to Congress, and elect- 
ed Arliss and Jim at the State level. So, you 
can make a difference. 


And please get to the polls and vote, and 
join Barbara and me in counting our bless- 
ings for this, the greatest country on the 
face of the Earth. Now go get ’em, Arliss. 


Ms. Sturgulewski. We're delighted at 
your call. And believe me, people are ener- 
gized, and they’re working. And we are 
going to be successful on November 6th. 
But thanks for your call. It was wonderful. 


The President. Best of luck. Over and out. 


Note: The President spoke by telephone at 
4:02 p.m. from Houston, TX. The rally was 
held at Ms. Sturgulewski’s campaign head- 
quarters. In his remarks, the President re- 
ferred to Senators Ted Stevens and Frank H. 
Murkowski. A tape was not available for 
verification of the content of these remarks. 
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Remarks at a Republican Campaign 
Rally in Tyler, Texas 


November 5, 1990 


Thank you very, very much for that 
warm welcome back to Tyler and to Smith 
County. I am just delighted to be here. And 
of course, let me, at the very outset—I 
planned to say something special about Phil 
Gramm. But I want to ask everybody to 
look at the Gramm sign there; it says it all: 
Common sense, uncommon courage. What 
a great Senator we have up there. 

In case anybody is asking ‘“Where’s 
George?”—I’m here in Smith County, work- 
ing for a man that I believe in, that I’ve 
known for a long time, that will be a great 
Governor of this State: Clayton Williams. 

I want to pay my respects to Bob Mos- 
bacher, who’s doing an outstanding job for 
his country—our country—as Secretary of 
Commerce. I want to thank president Ray 
Hawkins for permitting us to have this fan- 
tastic rally in this marvelous institution, the 
Tyler Junior College. And I will salute a 
handful of Belles right here in the front. 
You can’t see them, but there’s a bunch of 
marvelous people from this area that got 
me started in politics—1964. We took it on 
the chin then. We fought back, and I don’t 
believe I'd be President without that grass- 
roots support of these people and others 
like them across this State. So, thank you. 
And also thanks to the Apache Belles. 

You know, when Claytie first contacted 
us about coming back to Tyler, he called 
our son, George, Jr., living over in Dallas. 
And he said that he wanted to appear with 
a popular but aging Texan who’s risen to 
the top in his field. George said, “Nolan 
Ryan is busy. Do you want to ask my dad?” 
So, here we are. [Laughter] 

And let me just say to her friends here, 
inasmuch as I’ve been the one elected to 
speak for the family, Barbara Bush is de- 
lighted to be with you. And I am very 
proud of the job she’s doing as First Lady of 
this country. The trouble is about Barbara: 
She worked with our dog to write a best- 
selling book, and now you give the dog 
Alpo, and she wants to see the wine list. 
[Laughter] 

But here we are on the day before this 
election, and I’m greatly pleased and hon- 
ored to be back here in Texas, back home 
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where Barbara and I raised our kids, in the 
State in which I voted in every election 
since 1948. And I’m proud to be here. I am 
a Texan, and I’m proud of it. And I know 
Texas quality when I see it, and that’s why I 
want Phil Gramm and Claytie Williams 
elected. 

And while at it, I’m pleased to support 
our entire Republican team: Rob Mosbacher 
for Lieutenant Governor; Kay Bailey 
Hutchinson, running for treasurer; Buster 
Brown for attorney general; Warren Har- 
ding for comptroller; Wes Gilbreath for 
land commissioner; and Rick Perry for agri- 
culture commissioner. We have a good, 
quality, across-the-board team. Please go 
out and elect every single one of them. 

You know the story about Claytie. He’s a 
Texas original—Fort Stockton, born and 
bred—straight-shooter who will do what 
needs to be done. He believes that we can 
help shape the Texas of tomorrow by build- 
ing on the old-fashioned values that we all 
have grown up with. He believes in hard 
work, in common sense, in strength of char- 
acter. And so does Texas—the entire State. 

And just another word about Phil 
Gramm. I watch this Senate, and I say to 
myself, as I fight back the liberal program: 
If we had more Senators like Phil Gramm, 
we wouldn’t be talking about budget defi- 
cits, we wouldn’t be talking about having to 
contain government spending; we could get 
the job done. And Phil Gramm, believe me, 
is a leader—the leader; I would say, for just 
plain common sense in the United States 
Senate. I want to see him win, and I want 
to see him win by the biggest margin we’ve 
ever elected a Senator with. So, please do 
your best tomorrow. 

I’ve listened to some of the campaign 
rhetoric coming out of the other side, and 
it’s sad. It is pessimistic. It is downbeat. It is 
tired. And it’s liberal. And we are the party 
with a vision for the future, the party of 
new ideas. And if America wants to change, 
I think we need a Republican Congress. 
And I wish we could get it now—tomor- 
row—and then watch what we can do. 

I mentioned Phil standing out there for 
spending constraint. He supports a_bal- 
anced-budget amendment, and so do I. And 
you know, the Democrat agenda up there, 
the Democrat agenda in the Senate and in 
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the House, stifles growth. The Democrats 
wanted to raise taxes, including income 
taxes on the working families. I heard some 
campaign rhetoric yesterday down here 
about that. Well, let me tell you, they can 
call it soak the rich all day long; but what it 
really soaks is working Americans. They 
talked about a proposed surtax on the rich 
to raise a few billion dollars; but in the very 
same bill that passed by overwhelming 
Democratic votes, in the same bill, they 
socked it to the working American to the 
tune of $40 billion. So, don’t listen to that 
tired, liberal, divide, class-warfare rhetoric 
about soaking the rich. Hold on to your 
wallets; they’re after you, every single one 
of you. 

You see, Phil has this unusual, kind of a 
nutty idea. He thinks that Americans are 
not taxed too little, but that Congress 
spends too much. And he’s absolutely right 
about that. Maybe it’s a little old-fashioned 
for some of the hotshot liberals out there, 
but this is exactly the way he feels—and it’s 
exactly the way he votes. And I tell you 
this: If Congress can’t restrain spending, 
give me what 43 Governors have: Give me 
that line-item veto, and let the President 
have a shot at trying to keep the taxes 
down and the spending down. 

I’m glad to hear Claytie say that he’s 
against a State income tax. I think most 
Texans strongly oppose that concept. I 
know I do. And again, if we had Claytie 
here in the Governor’s office, I’d have 
somebody there that I can work with to 
build a better Texas. 

You know, Clayton mentioned the crime 
proposals of his. We’ve got to fight crime. I 
can tell you that our Drug Czar [William J. 
Bennett, Director of National Drug Control 
Policy] had a good report to the Nation the 
other day, showing that we’ve turned the 
corner, that we’re making progress in our 
war against drugs. But now we’ve got to 
back up those that are fighting the war with 
good, strong crime legislation. I believe 
America’s fed up with crime. I hope you 
don’t have to worry about it as much in 
Tyler as we do in other parts of the State 
and the country; but every family, wherev- 
er we are, is concerned about it. And we’re 
fed up with it. 

And we have this view—the Republicans 
do—that says the handcuffs don’t belong on 


the cops or the courts, but the handcuffs 
belong on the criminals. And that’s what 
we're trying to do in our anticrime legisla- 
tion. Shortly after I took office, I stood out 
there before the Capitol and called on the 
Congress to pass tough, new laws to help 
America take back the streets. And it had 
strong support from Phil and had strong 
support from Ralph Hall, the Congressman 
here, had strong support from the Republi- 
cans in the House and the Senate. But in 
the final hours of the Congress, the Demo- 
cratic liberals gutted our package to fight 
back against violent crime. And for my 
part, I believe we ought to have a little less 
sympathy for the criminals and a little more 
sympathy for the victims of crime. 

And now, as I’ve been doing for the last 
few days, I want to ask you to shift gears 
with me, because I think that the subject of 
the Middle East that Claytie alluded to in 
his very generous opening remarks is on 
the minds of everybody. And Id like to 
shift to a strictly nonpartisan mode and 
speak to those who perhaps have kids, 
young men and women, serving in Saudi 
Arabia. We are at a partisan political event, 
but I don’t get the opportunity to crisscross 
the country as much as I have recently and 
the chance to talk directly to as many 
people. And so, let me just say that the 
former Senator Arthur Vandenberg—some 
of you students might remember the Van- 
denberg adage which said politics ends at 
the water’s edge. And this is a noble princi- 
ple. It’s one that we’ve gotten away from in 
the Vietnam era, post-Vietnam era. But 
when we have a couple hundred thousand 
kids halfway across the world, the country 
comes together. 

And let me just tell you that I am very 
grateful to the Democratic leaders and the 
Republican leaders in both the House and 
the Senate, the Democratic Members and 
the Republican leaders in both the House 
and the Senate, for the strong support that 
they have given the President and the ad- 
ministration as we try to cope with this un- 
precedented aggression. 

Let me be clear: We have no argument 
with the people of Iraq. We bear no hostili- 
ty to the Iraqi people at all, nor do any of 
the over 25 countries represented on land 
and sea in the Gulf area. We put together a 
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fantastic, historic coalition of nations, large 
and small, Arab and others, all from across 
the entire spectrum. They’re together, and 
they’re holding strong. But our problem is 
not then with the people of Iraq; our prob- 
lem is with Saddam Hussein [President of 
Iraq] alone. 

And I want to see a peaceful resolution to 
this crisis. Indeed, we’ve worked very close- 
ly, as you know, with the United Nations— 
rejuvenated United Nations, putting 10 res- 
olutions into effect, resolutions that have 
the support of China and the Soviet Union 
as well as Western Europe, passing resolu- 
tions and speaking with one voice against 
Iraq’s aggression. And I will give these sanc- 
tions—unprecedented economic sanctions— 
I will give these sanctions time to work. 
And I hope and pray that there never will 
be a shot fired in anger. 

Let me be very, very clear: There will be 
no compromise on the stated objectives of 
the United Nations Security Council resolu- 
tions, no compromise at all, because the 
brutality against innocent civilians is unac- 
ceptable in terms of international law and 
international behavior. And the naked ag- 
gression where a big country bullies its 
neighbor and takes it over is against every- 
thing we believe in this country. And that 
aggression will not stand. So, I will do my 
level-best, work my heart out, hold out my 
hand in every way possible; but we will stop 
short of making one single concession be- 
cause aggression that goes rewarded today 
will be much worse tomorrow. That’s the 
problem, and that’s why I will stand strong 
against the aggression of Saddam Hussein. 

You know, I know I’m speaking to par- 
ents and to brothers and to sisters and to 
friends. But let me tell you what the Joint 
Chiefs tell me. They tell me that we have 
never had finer young men and women in 
uniform than we do today—every one a vol- 
unteer, fully trained, highly motivated, the 
best young kids in the world. And they’re 
now halfway across the globe, and they’re 
standing ready there in the sand and the 
heat of the desert sun. And we have a lot to 
be thankful for in this country, and Barbara 
and I are looking forward very much to 
being with them on Thanksgiving Day and 
bringing with them your thanks for their 
service to the greatest, freest country on 
the face of the Earth. 
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You know, a lot of them have filled out 
absentee ballots, and they’re sending them 
in. And that brings me back now to a slight- 
ly more partisan mode. There’s a lesson, 
though, in that—a lesson that—in the love 
of liberty and the precious freedom that 
gives America it’s meaning. So, tomorrow I 
urge all Texans, all Texans, regardless of 
how you're going to vote, to get out there 
and vote; and do not take democracy for 
granted. 

You know, tomorrow’s vote is critical, and 
so, my message to you all is this: You have a 
chance to make a difference. The cynics, 
these Washington pundits that we see on 
these tiring shows all the time—I don’t 
know if you’re like I am; maybe you enjoy 
those things, but I can take only so much 
self-flagellation. [Laughter] And I see all 
these great “inside-the-beltway” experts 
telling us everything that’s wrong with the 
United States. And tomorrow, you can go to 
the polls and say what’s right about it, be- 
cause we've got a great candidate for Gov- 
ernor and we've got a great United States 
Senator and we have quality men and 
women willing to serve. Don’t tell me 
what’s wrong with this country; show us 
what’s right about it. Get out and do your 
civic duty. 

And thank you, and God bless you all. 


Note: The President spoke at 11:30 a.m. in 
the gymnasium at Tyler Junior College. In 
his remarks, he referred to the Apache 
Belles, the college’s drill team, and Nolan 
Ryan, pitcher for the Texas Rangers base- 
ball team. 


Remarks at a Republican Campaign 
Rally in Waco, Texas 


November 5, 1990 


The President. Hugh, thank you for that 
wonderful introduction, and all of you for 
that welcome back. And Barbara and I are 
very, very pleased to be here on this, the 
last campaigning day before we go to the 
polls tomorrow. And I say “we” because I 
have voted in every even-year election 
since 1948. And I don’t believe we have 
ever had a finer young man running for the 
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United States Congress from this district 
than we do in Hugh Shine. And we’ve 
never had a better statewide ticket than 
we've got. We have a first-class team run- 
ning to win, and we need your support to- 
morrow—need you to get your neighbors 
and your friends to the polls. 

I’m a little sorry we’re late. Claytie and I 
both set off the metal detectors with our 
silver feet. [Laughter] No, I'll never forget 
that Democratic Convention two—— 

Audience members. Where's 
[Laughter] 

The President. Well, I remember [Sena- 
tor] Teddy Kennedy, that bastion of democ- 
racy, you know—{laughter|—saying, 
“Where’s George?” 

Right here, right here in Waco, support- 
ing the best ticket we have ever had: Clay- 
ton Williams, my dear friend; my dear 
friend, our Congressman Hugh Shine. And 
of course, we’ve got the best United States 
Senator in Washington in Phil Gramm. 
Now, get out and get this job done. 

Hey, listen, it’s nice to be back here, I'll 
tell you. First, 1 want to thank the Midway 
High School Band. Where are they? Right 
over there. 

A word about Phil. Who had that Phil 
Gramm sign right over here? I want to see 
that thing now. It says it best. Take a look 
at it! Common sense, uncommon courage. 
This man is a man of courage. Took his case 
to the people, and everybody was saying: 
Oh, don’t do that. There’s a safer way to 
win. Went in, regained his seat as a Repub- 
lican in the House. Ran with a spectacular 
successful race for the Senate. And now 
stands to be the largest vote-getter we’ve 
ever had. Tomorrow, please remember to 
get out that vote. 

And he’s got the respect in the Senate, 
and he did it the old-fashioned way: He 
earned it, because he does his homework, 
and he knows a lot more about it than most 
Members of the United States Senate. And 
when I say “it,” I mean how you solve the 
economy of this country the way we Texans 
want: fewer taxes and less spending. And he 
has been a champion of that his whole 
career. 

And that brings me to one of our newest 
and brightest stars across this country, 
Hugh Shine—a strong, proven conservative. 
And he is born and bred in Texas. He’s a 
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veteran, a _ successful businessman—and 
what a wonderful family he has; Deb, we’re 
so proud of that great family of yours—a 
man of conviction, a public servant with 
integrity, and a leader with enormous po- 
tential. You deserve this kind of man in the 
United States Congress. Please send Hugh 
up to Washington to help us on our agenda. 

And as to the other star of the occasion, 
my friend of longstanding, Clayton Wil- 
liams. I am here not to oppose somebody; I 
am here because I am for him. I know what 
he can do as Governor. As we look at the 
plans for the future and how we fulfill our 
education goals, for example, I want some- 
body in the statehouse with whom I can 
continue to work—work compatibly, work 
on the same philosophical approach and 
solve the problems of Texas without a lot of 
further mandates from Washington, DC. 
And Clayton Williams is that kind of a man. 

You see, there’s a common theme here. 
Take, for example, the economy. Unlike the 
party that only wants to regulate and con- 
trol, we’re the party that wants to innovate. 
We want a growth agenda, and that means 
expanding economic opportunities for 
working men and women. As successful 
businessmen like you and Clayton Williams 
know how it’s done, because they’ve done it 
themselves. 

We've got some other good ones, busi- 
nesspeople like Rob Mosbacher running for 
Lieutenant Governor. And I’m very proud 
that his dad is with us today. Coming out of 
business himself, doing a great job as our 
Secretary of Commerce for the entire coun- 
try. 

But American men and women deserve— 
the working ones—deserve an economy 
where they can create and prosper. And 
that’s why these three with us here want to 
encourage enterprise of every kind, for 
every Texan, from Houston to El Paso, and 
from the Panhandle to Brownsville. And 
that’s why in the budget negotiations, we 
worked so hard to create incentives to 
make America less dependent on foreign 
oil. That means jobs, and it means jobs in 
Texas. And I’m glad we got that done. 

And we have another common theme 
here. We Republicans do not waver in our 
support of a strong national defense. For 10 
years, we’ve fought firmly against liberal at- 
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tempts to slash defense. In this recent 
agreement, defense took some cuts; but I 
can certify to the American people that, 
because of people like Phil Gramm in the 
Congress, we were able to hold the line on 
reasonable levels of defense spending so 
that I can guarantee that nobody is going to 
kick the United States of America around. 
We have a strong defense, the best in the 
world, and we’re going to keep it that way. 

You know, it is a fascinating time to be 
privileged to be President of the United 
States. Democracy has finally dawned in 
Eastern Europe, after a cold, dark night of 
45 years. And now we bear wondrous wit- 
ness to a tidal change in the currents of 
history. And we see America and the Soviet 
Union working together now to stand 
against aggression. And there’s a reason that 
we're able to stand strong against aggres- 
sion in the Persian Gulf: It’s because we are 
determined that our nation’s defense be 
nothing less than the very best. We are 
credible in the eyes of the entire world. 

There’s an old saying about defense: that 
when there’s trouble you don’t have time to 
go shopping. Technology doesn’t happen 
overnight, and most defense systems take a 
decade or more to move from the drawing 
board to development and then deploy- 
ment. America’s strong defense is made 
possible by decisions made years earlier, de- 
cisions made by Republican leadership. Ask 
Hugh. He’s a veteran, still serving with the 
Reserves. And with leaders and dedicated 
people like that in the Congress, America 
will always stand strong. That is the first 
responsibility of a President. And I'll be de- 
lighted to be working with Hugh towards 
that end. 

There are many, many other issues where 
we are on the offense. We’ve got a new 
clean air bill now. We’ve done something, 
finally, for the disabled in a progressive 
piece of legislation that I think is long over- 
due: the Americans with Disabilities Act. 
Some good things are happening up in 
Washington, but I’ve come to the home- 
town of the Texas Rangers—one of the 
oldest law enforcement organizations in 
America—to say this: We want change; Re- 
publicans want change. 

And I sent tough anticrime legislation up 
to Capitol Hill 1 year and a half ago, and 
new laws to let the police and the prosecu- 
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tors take violent criminals off the streets 
and put them away. But in the final hours 
of this liberal, Democrat-controlled Con- 
gress, they gutted out legislation in a back 
room, late at night. Well, I am not going to 
stop fighting for strong anticrime legisla- 
tion. The liberals hate it, but America’s 
people want it. And I need more people 
like Phil Gramm, and I need Hugh Shine to 
help me get the job done for every family 
in America. We believe it’s high time to 
have a little more sympathy for the victims 
of crime and a little less for the criminals 
themselves. 

And so, we need compatible government, 
government in Austin that’s going to work 
with us for these national anticrime objec- 
tives, government in Austin that’s going to 
help us on our National Drug Strategy to 
combat narcotics coming into every school 
in the United States. 

And incidentally, we’re making some 
progress on that, thank heavens. The coun- 
try’s finally come together behind our Na- 
tional Drug Strategy. And I can report to 
you, we’ve turned the corner. We are going 
to whip the battle of narcotics. We’re going 
to win it, and we’re going to then turn to 
the future and see what we can do to help 
those who have been wasted by this terrible 
peril of drugs. 

You know, I want to just end this way. I 
won’t talk to you at length about Iraq, but I 
know everybody’s interested in it. And I 
have a rare opportunity to talk to a lot of 
people in the last few days. So, I’ve tried to 
make very clear that we have a difference 
here in many of these domestic issues, clear 
differences in all of them—but when it 
comes to the situation in Iraq, the country 
is united. We’re getting strong support from 
Democrats and Republicans alike in the 
Congress. The leadership on the Democrat- 
ic side has been supportive. And so, I ask 
you now to shift to a nonpartisan basis as I 
mention just a couple of points. 

In the first place, we are in the Gulf not 
alone but along with 23 countries. Some of 
them are Arab countries. Some of them are 
large countries. Some of them are small 
countries. But we are united in one thing: 
Saddam Hussein’s [President of Iraq] ag- 
gression against Kuwait will not stand. And 
to the cynics outside who might say we 
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have no business there, I say that un- 
checked and uncontrolled aggression could 
be world war tomorrow. And therefore, we 
will check this aggression. I want the solu- 
tion to be peaceful. I will give the sanctions 
all the time that’s required to see if they 
work. But we will not compromise on the 
principle that one nation cannot bully its 
neighbor and take it over in contravention 
of international law. 

I think of this part of Texas as extraordi- 
narily patriotic. I think of this part of Texas 
as committed to those who are serving our 
country. And let me tell you, every single 
member of the Joint Chiefs has told me that 
we have never had finer, more courageous 
young men and women serving in our 
Armed Forces than we do today—best 
trained, best motivated, best committed to 
the cause that is our cause. 

And so, in a few weeks, Barbara and I 
will sit down to a Thanksgiving dinner over 
there. And I wouldn’t dare to speak for ev- 
erybody in this room; but I expect we’re 
unanimous when I say I will take them the 
thanks of the very grateful people of Waco, 
Texas, and the surrounding areas because 
we owe them everything. 

So, now get to the polls. We Bushes have 
enjoyed this. This is my first trip here for 
Hugh. Our son George has been here. The 
Silver Fox over here has been here a time 
or two. She’s right—250 million other par- 
ents and one husband all feel the same way 
about it. 

Listen, tomorrow is a big day. I get so 
tired of people saying they can’t make a 
difference. There’s a great kind of malaise 
in terms of the feeling about the political 
process. You wouldn’t be here if you didn’t 
know different. You know you can make a 
difference. Don’t listen to those mournful 
pundits that come on before every election 
telling us how bad everything is in this, the 
greatest country on the face of the Earth. 
You can make a difference. You can do 
something positive. You can go out and re- 
elect Phil Gramm by the biggest vote ever. 
You can send us a Governor I can work 
with: Claytie Williams. And you can send a 
bright new star to Washington in Hugh 
Shine. Now go get the job done. 

Thank you. 


Note: The President spoke at 2:53 p.m. in 
McLennan Hall at the Waco Convention 
Center. Audience members referred to Ann 
Richards, the Democratic candidate for 
Governor. 


Statement on Signing the Departments 
of Veterans Affairs and Housing and 
Urban Development, and Independent 
Agencies Appropriations Act, 1991 
November 5, 1990 


Today I signed H.R. 5158, the “Depart- 
ments of Veterans Affairs and Housing and 
Urban Development, and Independent 
Agencies Appropriations Act, 1991.” 

This Act meets the needs of our Nation’s 
veterans. The Act provides $12.3 billion for 
VA Medical Care, an increase of $0.9 billion 
over the 1990 enacted level. This increase 
will allow the Department to provide qual- 
ity care to all eligible veterans expected to 
apply on a system-wide basis. 

I am pleased that NASA was provided 
nearly a 13.5 percent increase over its fiscal 
year 1990 budget. While I am disappointed 
that the Congress would not provide the 
small amount of funding requested for tech- 
nology development to enable future 
manned missions to the Moon and Mars, I 
am pleased that the Congress recognized 
the inevitability of human space explora- 
tion. NASA has the flexibility to reprogram 
funds to continue current in-house mission 
studies and synthesis activities. The human 
exploration of space is our destiny—we 
must continue to move forward. 

I am greatly concerned over the signifi- 
cant budget reduction in the Space Station 
Freedom (SSF) program. SSF remains, for 
me, a high priority. However, I am instruct- 
ing NASA to reassess its current design and 
try to restructure a development effort 
within the funding envelope recommended 
by the Congress. The revised program will 
seek to achieve a permanently manned 
presence, to maintain a balance among sci- 
ence objectives, and to preserve our com- 
mitments to our international partners and 
to other users. 

I am equally concerned that this Act did 
not fund the HOPE initiative, which would 


1763 





Nov. 5 / Administration of George Bush, 1990 


enable low-income persons to take control 
of their lives through homeownership. We 
must use available Federal housing funds 
more effectively to provide opportunity and 
hope for low-income Americans. I am also 
disappointed that the Congress has chosen 
to impose new restrictions on the ability of 
the Secretary of Housing and Urban Devel- 
opment to manage his Department. It 
would be much better for the Congress to 
work cooperatively with the Administration 
to overcome previous HUD management 
problems. 

I am also disappointed that the Congress 
failed to provide an adequate increase for 
the research activities of the National Sci- 
ence Foundation. Support for basic re- 
search, particularly individual researchers, 
underlies the Nation’s long-term economic 
growth. The reductions made by the Con- 
gress are regrettable and will certainly con- 
tribute to the decline in support for individ- 
ual investigators. 

The Congress has an especially difficult 
task balancing the competing priorities 
funded in this diverse Act with the re- 
sources available. I appreciate their efforts. 
We will continue to work with the Congress 
to seek solutions for the deficiencies I have 
noted. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
November 5, 1990. 


Note: H.R. 5158, approved November 5, was 
assigned Public Law No. 101-507. 


Statement on Signing the Omnibus 
Budget Reconciliation Act of 1990 
November 5, 1990 


Today I am signing H.R. 5835, the “Om- 
nibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1990,” 
the centerpiece of the largest deficit reduc- 
tion package in history and an important 
measure for ensuring America’s long-term 
economic growth. This Act is the result of 
long, hard work by the Administration and 
the Congress. No one got everything he or 
she wanted, but the end product is a com- 
promise that merits enactment. 
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H.R. 5835, and the discretionary spending 
caps associated with it, will achieve nearly 
$500 billion—almost half a trillion dollars— 
in deficit reduction over the next 5 years. 
Over 70 percent of that deficit reduction 
derives from outlay reductions; less than 30 
percent from revenue increases. In addi- 
tion, the Act enacts significant budget proc- 
ess reforms to ensure that the agreement is 
fulfilled and that budgetary discipline is ex- 
tended and strengthened. 

Entitlement Reforms. The Act provides 
for the most comprehensive and substantial 
reform of mandatory “entitlement” pro- 
grams ever—about $100 billion in savings 
from restructuring and reforms in the fol- 
lowing major programs: 

e Farm programs; 

Federal housing programs; 
Student loan programs; 
Veterans programs; 

Postal subsidies; 

Federal employee benefits; and 

¢ Medicare. 

Discretionary Program Caps. The Act es- 
tablishes 5-year caps on overall discretion- 
ary spending that will result in savings of 
over $180 billion. To keep domestic and 
international spending from growing any 
faster than inflation, the Act creates new 
automatic “‘mini-sequesters.” The Act also 
provides for an orderly defense reduction 
without threatening national security. 

Energy Security. The Act provides incen- 
tives for energy conservation and for explo- 
ration and development of domestic energy 
resources. 

Social Security. Social Security is fully 
protected and taken off-budget. 

Enforcement and Process Reform. The 
Act contains the toughest enforcement 
system ever. The Gramm-Rudman-Hollings 
sequester process is extended and strength- 
ened with caps, mini-sequesters, and a new 
“pay-as-you-go” system. 

Credit Reform. The Act implements a 
new Federal accounting and budgeting 
system to expose and limit previously 
hidden (and rapidly growing) liabilities. 

Tax Changes. The Act includes a tax rate 
cut from 33 percent to 31 percent for about 
3.5 million middle and _ upper-middle 
income taxpayers and an overall decrease in 
taxes paid by those with incomes under 
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$20,000. There are higher excise taxes on 
luxury items and limitations on itemized de- 
ductions and the personal exemption for 
higher income taxpayers. The total net tax 
changes comprise 28 percent of the deficit 
reduction package. 

This Act creates the conditions that 
should allow future interest rates to be 
lower than they would be otherwise. Lower 
interest rates can benefit the entire econo- 
my. They can mean more housing starts; 
more Americans driving new cars; reduc- 
tions in mortgage payments for homeown- 
ers; more long-term investment; greater 
productivity; and increased numbers of 
jobs. 

In signing this landmark Act, I pledge the 
continuing best efforts of my Administra- 
tion to maintain not only the letter, but the 
spirit of the new fiscal order for the Federal 
Government that is embodied in this agree- 
ment. 

H.R. 5835 also contains Child care provi- 
sions, strongly supported by this Adminis- 
tration, that will enlarge the opportunities 
of parents to obtain the child care they 
desire, including care that is provided by 
sectarian institutions if the parents so 
choose. The largest portion of this new 
child care program will come from tax 
credits to people—as requested by the Ad- 
ministration. In addition, a Child Care and 
Development Block Grant program in- 
cludes provisions for the issuance of child 
care certificates or vouchers that would 
enable parents to exercise their own judg- 
ment as to what type of child care best suits 
the particular needs of their own child. 

I note my understanding of these child 
care provisions and sign the bill based on 
that understanding, as follows: 

First, I understand that the definition of 
child care certificates in section 658P(2) en- 
sures that States may not restrict parental 
choice by limiting the range of providers 
from whom parents may seek child care, 
using certificates as payment, and that such 
certificates shall not be considered to be 
grants or contracts. 

Second, section 658N(a)(1\B) specifically 
permits sectarian organizations that are 
child care providers to require that all of 
their employees adhere to the religious 
tenets and teachings of the organization 
and comply with rules forbidding the use of 


drugs or alcohol. As I understand it, the 
term “sectarian organization” in this provi- 
sion includes religious organizations gener- 
ally. 

Third, as used in sections 658N(a\2\B) 
and 658N(a\3\B), the term “organization” 
means not only the particular provider but 
also a broader association with which that 
provider may be identified. 

Finally, all of the provisions of the Child 
Care and Development Block Grant pro- 
gram will be interpreted in light of the re- 
quirements of the establishment and free 
exercise clauses of the First Amendment. 

I would also note certain constitutional 
difficulties in other titles of the Omnibus 
Budget Reconciliation Act. In particular, 
section 4117 of the Act requires the Secre- 
tary of Health and Human Services, in cer- 
tain conditions, to treat the States of Ne- 
braska and Oklahoma as single fee schedule 
areas for purposes of determining the ad- 
justed historical payment basis and the fee 
schedule amount for physicians’ services 
furnished on or after January 1, 1992. Such 
treatment is made to depend on the Secre- 
tary’s receiving written expressions of sup- 
port for treatment of the State as a single 
fee schedule area from each member of the 
congressional delegation from the State and 
from organizations representing urban and 
rural physicians in the State. This provision 
requires the Secretary to base a substantive 
decision on the allocation of Federal bene- 
fits on the statements of members of con- 
gressional delegations and other persons 
who are not appointed by the President. 
Therefore, it must be understood either (1) 
as an attempt to vest significant authority to 
execute Federal law in those persons, in 
which case it violates the Appointments 
Clause, Article II, section 2; see Buckley v. 
Valeo, 424 U.S. 1 (1975); or (2) as an at- 
tempt to confer lawmaking power on indi- 
vidual members of the Congress and others, 
in which case it violates Article I, section 7; 
see INS v. Chadha, 462 U.S. 919 (1983). 
Accordingly, this requirement is without 
legal force, and I am so instructing the Sec- 
retary of Health and Human Services. I am 
also instructing the Attorney General and 
the Secretary of Health and Human Serv- 
ices to prepare remedial legislation to 
amend this section for submission to the 
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next session of the Congress, so that the Act 
can be brought into compliance with the 
Constitution’s requirements. 

Further, the Constitution empowers the 
President to “recommend to [Congress] 
such Measures as he shall judge necessary 
and expedient.” U.S. Const. Art. II, Sec. 3. 
Several sections of the Act raise constitu- 
tional difficulties by appearing or purport- 
ing to impose requirements that the execu- 
tive branch submit legislative proposals of a 
predetermined kind. The executive branch 
has consistently treated provisions of this 
type as advisory rather than as mandatory, 
and to avoid a constitutional question will 
so construe the provisions at issue here. 


George Bush 
The White House, 
November 5, 1990. 


Note: H.R. 5835, approved November 5, was 
assigned Public Law No. 101-508. 


Statement on Signing the Treasury, 
Postal Service and General Government 
Appropriations Act, 1991 


November 5, 1990 


Today, I have signed into law H.R. 5241, 
the “Treasury, Postal Service and General 
Government Appropriations Act, 1991.” 
This Act provides appropriations for a 
number of critical programs under the De- 
partment of the Treasury, the General 
Services Administration, the Office of Per- 
sonnel Management, the Executive Office 
of the President, and several other inde- 
pendent agencies. Funding for these central 
management agencies is essential to carry 
out the primary financial and administrative 
functions of the Federal Government. 

I want to take this opportunity to thank 
the Congress for addressing objections 
raised by the Administration concerning 
provisions that purported to forbid the im- 
plementation or enforcement of certain 
nondisclosure agreements required of Gov- 
ernment employees with access to classified 
information. These provisions, which were 
first enacted in the omnibus continuing res- 
olution for fiscal year 1988 (Public Law No. 
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100-202), raised profound constitutional 
concerns and resulted in lengthy litigation. 
Section 617 of H.R. 5241 accommodates the 
concerns of the executive branch, provided 
that it is not construed in a manner that 
interferes with my constitutional authority 
to protect national security information. In 
this connection, I note that nothing in sec- 
tion 617 purports to interfere with the au- 
thority of executive branch agencies to im- 
plement and enforce the prepublication 
review clause included in many of their 
nondisclosure forms. 

Finally, I note that the provisions of H.R. 
5241 authorizing appropriations for the 
Office of Management and Budget forbid 
the expenditure of those funds “for the pur- 
pose of reviewing any agricultural market- 
ing orders or any activities or regulations 
under the provisions of the Agricultural 
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937 (7 U.S.C. 
601 et seq.).” These restrictions raise consti- 
tutional concerns because they impair my 
ability as President to supervise the execu- 
tive branch. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
November 5, 1990. 


Note: H.R. 5241, approved November 5, was 
assigned Public Law No. 101-509. 


Statement on Signing the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 1991 


November 5, 1990 


Today I have signed into law H.R. 4739, 
the “National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 1991.” This Act authorizes 
appropriations for Department of Defense 
and Department of Energy national securi- 
ty activities and extends and amends other 
programs. This Act, which reflects most of 
the Administration’s major defense prior- 
ities, will provide for a strong national de- 
fense during fiscal year 1991. 

I have signed this Act notwithstanding 
the reservations that I have regarding cer- 
tain of its provisions. I am particularly con- 
cerned about those provisions that derogate 
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from the President’s authority under the 
Constitution to conduct U.S. foreign policy, 
including negotiations with other countries. 
One such provision is section 1455, which 
purports to require the President to begin 
negotiations with Japan on an agreement 
under which Japan would offset U.S. costs 
associated with the presence of our military 
personnel in Japan. Another is section 1702, 
which could be construed as requiring the 
Secretary of State to negotiate with foreign 
countries regarding restricting the export of 
certain goods and technology. A third is sec- 
tion 2802, which purports to require the 
President to seek to place certain questions 
concerning basing of the 40lst Tactical 
Fighter Wing on the agenda of the next 
meeting of NATO’s North Atlantic Council. 
Consistent with my responsibility under the 
Constitution for the conduct of negotiations, 
I will construe all these provisions to be 
precatory rather than mandatory. 

I am concerned, as well, about certain 
provisions regarding the Strategic Defense 
Initiative. The earmarking of funds, in com- 
bination with a funding level that is $1.8 
billion below the amount requested, unduly 
restricts the flexibility necessary for sound 
management and virtually guarantees that 
funds will be redirected away from the 
most promising technologies. I note also 
that section 221 contains criteria for con- 
ducting Strategic Defense Initiative re- 
search and development that might be con- 
strued as a constraint on the President’s au- 
thority to interpret treaties. I sign this Act 
with the understanding that the Congress 
did not intend that obligation of funds for 
the ground-based interceptors and sensor 
identified in the conference report on H.R. 
4739 be dependent on a determination at 
this time that these systems are deployable 
under the ABM Treaty. 

Several provisions might be construed to 
impinge on the President’s authority as 
Commander in Chief and as the head of the 
executive branch. Thus, section 1455 pur- 
ports to impose a limit on the number of 
military personnel stationed in Japan, and 
section 406 purports to do the same with 
respect to military personnel stationed in 
Europe. Section 1455 permits a waiver of 
the limit should I determine that the na- 
tional security requires it and I so notify the 
Congress. Section 406 permits a waiver 


under similar conditions, but limits the 
number of additional personnel that may be 
assigned. I shall construe these provisions 
consistent with my authority to deploy mili- 
tary personnel as necessary to fulfill my 
constitutional responsibilities. 

A number of provisions regarding the re- 
serve forces are of concern. Section 903 
purports to require assignment of all Army 
Reserve operational forces to U.S. Forces 
Command, with no specific provisions for 
the Secretary of Defense to direct other as- 
signments, including those assignments al- 
ready made to unified or specified com- 
mands. Sections 1436 to 1438 establish cer- 
tain standards for the allocation of aircraft 
to Naval Reserve, Air Force Reserve and 
Air National Guard units, as well as requir- 
ing assignment of the tactical airlift mission 
to the Air Force Reserve and Air National 
Guard. I shall construe these provisions con- 
sistent with my authority as Commander in 
Chief to deploy the Armed Forces as I see 
fit. 

Although this Act eliminates a large 
number of reports to the Congress, it still 
imposes on the Department of Defense re- 
porting requirements that are an unneces- 
sary burden on its resources. In addition, 
certain reporting provisions raise national 
security concerns. Sections 1461 and 1482 
purport to require prior notice to the Con- 
gress regarding initiation of, or classification 
changes in, special access programs. I shall 
construe these provisions consistent with 
my constitutional authority to protect sensi- 
tive national security information. 

In addition, section 1409(a) refers to a 
classified annex that was prepared to ac- 
company the conference report on this Act 
and states that the annex “shall have the 
force and effect of law as if enacted into 
law.” The Congress has thus stated in the 
statute that the annex has not been enacted 
into law, but it nonetheless urges that the 
annex be treated as if it were law. I will 
certainly take into account the Congress’ 
wishes in this regard, but will do so mindful 
of the fact that, according to the terms of 
the statute, the provisions of the annex are 
not law. 

The Constitution empowers the President 
to “recommend to [Congress] such Meas- 
ures as he shall judge necessary and expedi- 
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ent.” U.S. Const. Art. II, Sec. 3. Section 
1009 raises constitutional difficulties by pur- 
porting to require the submission of a 
report on Andean anti-drug efforts that in- 
cludes specific legislative proposals. The ex- 
ecutive branch has consistently treated pro- 
visions of this type as advisory rather than 
mandatory, and to avoid a constitutional 
question will so construe this provision. 

Finally, I am concerned that several pro- 
visions of the Act that deal with the man- 
agement of real property, especially in the 
area of rental space and specified disposals, 
circumvent the provisions of, or regulations 
related to, the Federal Property and Ad- 
ministrative Services Act of 1949. General- 
ly, effective and efficient management of 
such real property matters is best accom- 
plished in accordance with the Property 
Act. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
November 5, 1990. 


Note: H.R. 4739, approved November 5, was 
assigned Public Law No. 101-510. 


Statement on Signing the Department 
of Defense Appropriations Act, 1991 
November 5, 1990 


Today, I have signed H.R. 5803, the De- 
partment of Defense appropriations bill for 
fiscal year 1991. 

This bill is generally supportive of Admin- 
istration objectives and provides resources 
that will permit us to maintain a strong na- 
tional defense. 

I am concerned about requirements that 
could be construed to derogate from the 
President’s authority under the Constitution 
to conduct United States foreign policy, in- 
cluding negotiations with other countries. 
Consistent with my responsibility under the 
Constitution for the conduct of negotiations, 
I will construe such requirements to be 
precatory rather than mandatory. 

I note my construction of one provision of 
the bill. Section 8111(a) refers to a classified 
annex that was prepared to accompany the 
conference report on this bill and states 
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that the annex “shall have the force and 
effect of law as if enacted into law.” Con- 
gress has thus stated in the statute that the 
annex has not been enacted into law, but it 
nonetheless urges that the annex be treated 
as if it were law. I will certainly take into 
account Congress’ wishes in this regard, but 
will do so mindful of the fact that, accord- 
ing to the terms of the statute, the provi- 
sions of the annex are not law. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
November 5, 1990. 


Note: H.R. 5803, approved November 5, was 
assigned Public Law No. 101-511. 


Statement on Signing the Department 
of the Interior and Related Agencies 
Appropriations Act, 1991 


November 5, 1990 


Today I signed H.R. 5769, the “Depart- 
ment of the Interior and Related Agencies 
Appropriations Act, 1991.” 

I am pleased that the Act includes fund- 
ing for many programs important to the 
environment. In particular, the Act includes 
funds to expand our national parks, forests, 
and wildlife refuges, as I recommended in 
my budget. Many nationally significant nat- 
ural and cultural resources will be protect- 
ed by these appropriations. Furthermore, 
the Act provides funds for the commence- 
ment of my tree-planting program and the 
start-up of the National Tree Trust Founda- 
tion. I commend the Congress for these ac- 
tions. 

I have serious reservations with four pro- 
visions in this Act: those dealing with re- 
strictions on the reorganization of the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA); those deal- 
ing with a permanent extension of coverage 
of the Federal Tort Claims Act to Indian 
Tribes, tribal organizations, tribal contrac- 
tors, and their employees; those dealing 
with unconstitutional committee approval 
requirements; and those dealing with re- 
strictions on preleasing, leasing, and drilling 
activities in the Outer Continental Shelf 
(OCS). 
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The Department of the Interior will be 
restricted by the Act from taking certain 
actions relating to a BIA reorganization. 
The United States has a long-standing duty 
to execute the Federal trust responsibility 
for the natural and financial resources we 
hold in trust for American Indian Tribes 
and their members. In 1789, the very first 
Congress assembled under the new Consti- 
tution declared, in ratifying the Northwest 
Ordinance of 1787, “The utmost good faith 
shall always be observed towards Indians.” 
Over the years, the courts have repeatedly 
made it clear that Federal officials have an 
obligation of the highest responsibility and 
trust toward American Indians and their 
property. The courts have measured Feder- 
al performances of our Indian duties by the 
most exacting fiduciary standards. 

I am committed to good-faith fulfillment 
of our obligations to Indian Tribes and their 
members. I look to the Secretary of the 
Interior as the officer responsible for fulfill- 
ing the Federal Indian trust responsibility. 
The Secretary is in the midst of addressing 
organizational changes to better fulfill that 
responsibility and to improve service to the 
Indian people generally. He is addressing 
some of the issues that have been the most 
crucial and admittedly difficult in Indian af- 
fairs. The Congress has now chosen to block 
this good-faith effort by the Secretary, even 
as he is continuing discussions with the 
Indian people on his improvements. I view 
this intervention in performance of the 
trustee’s duties to be unfortunate and 
unwise. 

The Act includes permanent substantive 
legislation with respect to the Federal Tort 
Claims Act that is both fiscally irresponsible 
and also will undermine our efforts to foster 
the independence and autonomy of Indian 
Tribes and tribal organizations. 

The Act provides that Indian Tribes, 
tribal organizations, and Indian contractors 
and their employees shall be considered 
employees of the United States with respect 
to claims arising from contracts, grants, and 
cooperative agreements authorized by the 
Indian Self-Determination and Education 
Assistance Act and the Tribally Controlled 
School Grants of the Hawkins-Stafford Ele- 
mentary and Secondary School Improve- 
ment Amendments of 1988. The effect of 
this provision would be to make the United 


States permanently liable for the torts of 
Indian Tribes, tribal organizations, and con- 
tractors. This provision is fundamentally 
flawed because the United States does not 
control and supervise the day-to-day oper- 
ations of the tribes, tribal organizations, and 
contractors. Moreover, such control and su- 
pervision would be inappropriate and in- 
consistent with the relationship of the 
United States with the tribes. 

I have supported legislation to foster the 
independence and autonomy of Indian 
Tribes and tribal organizations. Hence, su- 
pervision and control over tribes and their 
organizations and contractors would be 
wholly unacceptable. Without that supervi- 
sion and control over daily activities, the 
United States has no opportunity to limit 
the risks of grave injury to persons, as well 
as the public fisc. The extension of govern- 
mental responsibility for private conduct 
under these circumstances is untenable. 

Our objections to this provision are fun- 
damental and unequivocal. We will work 
with the new Congress to address the un- 
derlying concerns and to repeal this provi- 
sion at the first opportunity. 

Several provisions of H.R. 5769 purport 
to condition my authority, and the authority 
of affected executive branch officials, to use 
funds otherwise appropriated by the Act on 
the approval of various committees of the 
House of Representatives and the Senate. 
These provisions constitute legislative veto 
devices of the kind declared unconstitution- 
al in INS v. Chadha, 462 U.S. 919 (1983). 
Accordingly, I will treat them as having no 
legal force or effect in this or any other 
legislation in which they appear. I direct 
agencies confronted with these devices to 
consult with the Attorney General to deter- 
mine whether the grant of authority in 
question is severable from the unconstitu- 
tional condition. See Alaska Airlines, Inc. v. 
Brock, 480 U.S. 678, 684-87 (1987). 

Section 121 of the General Provisions ap- 
plicable to the Department of the Interior, 
which requires the National Park Service to 
submit questions regarding valuation of cer- 
tain mining claims to an independent panel 
of three arbitrators, raises constitutional 
concerns. Section 121(d) purports to require 
the National Park Service to make an offer 
to the claimant “to purchase said claim for 
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the appraised value.” The process of deter- 
mining the amount of money which the 
government will offer in exchange for a 
claim is an exercise of significant authority, 
which must be undertaken by an Officer of 
the United States, appointed in accordance 
with the Appointments Clause, Article II, 
sec. 2, cl. 2, of the Constitution. Appraisers 
selected pursuant to Section 121, however, 
must be appointed in accordance with the 
procedures of the American Arbitration As- 
sociation. I instruct the Secretary of the In- 
terior to consult with the Attorney General 
concerning the appropriate response to Sec- 
tion 121 of H.R. 5769. 

I also regret that the Congress continued 
l-year legislative moratoria on preleasing, 
leasing, and drilling in certain areas of the 
Outer Continental Shelf. My June 26th de- 
cisions to forego such activities in many 
areas of the OCS made these legislative 
moratoria unnecessary. 

Notwithstanding these reservations, I 
have signed the bil! because its benefits— 
particularly the treatment of many environ- 
mental, conservation, and energy-related 
issues important to the Nation—outweigh 
my reservations. 


George Bush 
The White House, 
November 5, 1990. 


Note: H.R. 5769, approved November 5, was 
assigned Public Law No. 101-512. 


Statement on Signing the Foreign 
Operations, Export Financing, and 
or Programs Appropriations Act, 


November 5, 1990 


Today I have signed H.R. 5114, the “For- 
eign Operations, Export Financing, and Re- 
lated Programs Appropriations Act, 1991.” 
The Act contains many important provi- 
sions that the Administration supports. I am 
especially pleased that the Congress has 
recognized the critical importance of the 
issue of Egypt’s military debt, and included 
provisions that will allow me to address this 
issue in a manner consistent with the na- 
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tional security interests of the United States. 
Congressional recognition of the unique 
Egyptian contribution in galvanizing inter- 
national support against Iraqi aggression is 
in accord with the finest traditions of bipar- 
tisan cooperation. 

I am also appreciative that the Congress 
has included several provisions that will in- 
crease my flexibility in conducting foreign 
policy. These include provisions that will 
afford substantial latitude in providing as- 
sistance to Eastern Europe and that will 
allow me to respond more quickly to new 
and changing developments around the 
world. 

There are, however, a number of trouble- 
some provisions in the Act. Of greatest con- 
cern is section 531, regarding assistance to 
El Salvador. Despite the important changes 
made to this provision in conference, I 
remain concerned that the structure and 
wording of section 531 could complicate 
our efforts to achieve a satisfactory settle- 
ment in E] Salvador between the democrat- 
ically elected government and the Fara- 
bundo Marti National Liberation Front 
(FMLN). 

I am concerned that the Congress has 
included a variety of specific provisions that 
could be counterproductive in carrying out 
our foreign relations. These provisions in- 
clude conditions on assistance for Cambo- 
dia, the limiting of military assistance to 
Turkey below the level that I requested, 
and the prohibition on international mili- 
tary education and training for Malaysia as 
well as other countries. 

Similarly, I must note my concern about a 
number of provisions that raise constitution- 
al issues. Among these are provisions that 
purport to direct, or forbid, negotiations 
with foreign governments or entities; that 
require the executive branch to disclose 
current negotiations or present specific po- 
sitions to international organizations; or that 
mandate representatives of certain execu- 
tive branch agencies to be assigned to cer- 
tain countries. In keeping with past prac- 
tice, I shall treat such provisions as advisory 
rather than mandatory. Moreover, I retain 
the same concerns about section 569, pro- 
hibiting certain dealings with foreign gov- 
ernments, that I expressed in signing last 
year’s appropriations Act. In the case of sec- 





Administration of George Bush, 1990 / Nov. 5 


tion 562A, which calls for the Administrator 
of the Agency for International Develop- 
ment (“AID”) to conduct an on-site assess- 
ment “along the Thai-Cambodian border 
and within Cambodia, including Phnom 
Penh,” I will interpret the provision so as to 
avoid constitutional problems. Because I 
have no objection to sending an AID team 
to certain areas along the Thai-Cambodian 
border, and from there that team can 
gather information about conditions along 
the border and in Cambodia itself, section 
562A can be satisfied consistent with the 
exercise of my constitutional authority. 

Despite my serious concerns about cer- 
tain of its provisions, I believe that it is 
necessary to sign this Act in order to move 
forward with the job of conducting U.S. for- 
eign policy. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
November 5, 1990. 


Note: H.R. 5114, approved November 5, was 
assigned Public Law No. 101-513. 


Statement on Signing the Energy and 
Water Development Appropriations 
Act, 1991 


November 5, 1990 


Today I signed H.R. 5019, the “Energy 
and Water Development Appropriations 
Act, 1991.” I am concerned about the re- 
duced funding provided for the Supercon- 
ducting Super Collider and basic research 
programs. These reductions are especially 
unfortunate because they were used to fi- 
nance large numbers of economically un- 
justified water projects in the Corps of En- 
gineers and the Bureau of Reclamation. 


I do recognize that the Congress kept the 
funding contained in this Act at a level con- 
sistent with the Budget Summit Agreement. 
It is my hope that one of the features of the 
caps in the agreement is that it will force a 
competition for limited funds based on 
merit. I will be asking the Congress in 


future budgets for funding based on nation- 
al priorities rather than narrow interests. 


In this regard, I am deeply concerned 
that the Congress has chosen to reduce pro- 
grams in scientific research while protect- 
ing $170 million of funds earmarked by the 
Congress for special interest projects. No- 
where is our responsibility to apply Federal 
funds to our highest national priorities more 
crucial than in the area of scientific re- 
search. Research projects should be selected 
after competitive evaluation on the basis of 
merit and research priorities, not on the 
basis of parochial interest. 


Sound public works projects form an im- 
portant part of our Nation’s infrastructure. 
They should be funded in a manner that 
minimizes total project costs and fulfills our 
commitments to nonfederal cost-sharing 
partners for orderly project development. A 
number of the Act’s provisions and projects 
relating to the Army Corps of Engineers 
depart from this principle and concern me 
deeply. 

—First, many of the dollars are for low- 
priority projects that are not in the na- 
tional interest. 

—Second, this Act provides Federal fund- 
ing for work that in the past has been 
the responsibility of the local sponsor or 
property owner. 

—Third, I am concerned that this Act ini- 
tiates work that the Corps may not be 
able to finish due to the budget con- 
straints agreed to by this Administra- 
tion and the Congress for FY 1992 and 
beyond. I am, therefore, advising the 
Congress that continued funding of 
many of these projects may not be ac- 
commodated in future budgets. 


It is clear that the Congress intends to 
continue funding construction on some ele- 
ments of the Garrison Diversion project. 
However, as recognized by the House, the 
irrigation features remain a major concern. 
A task force under the auspices of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior has been reviewing 
possible alternatives. The task force recom- 
mendations reinforce Administration policy 
to not support Federal funding for the com- 
pletion of irrigation facilities or related 
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principal water supply works. The Adminis- 
tration will consider funding for other fea- 
tures of the project, consistent with budget- 
ary constraints. 

Sections 506 and 510 of the Act also raise 
serious concerns. Section 506 of the Act 
provides that none of the funds appropri- 
ated by H.R. 5019 or any other legislation 
may be used to conduct studies concerning 
“the possibility of changing from the cur- 
rently required ‘at cost’ to a ‘market rate’ 
or any other noncost-based method for the 
pricing of hydroelectric power” by Federal 
power authorities. Article II, Section 3 of 
the Constitution grants the President au- 
thority to recommend to the Congress any 
legislative measures considered “necessary 
and expedient.” Accordingly, in keeping 
with the well-settled obligation to construe 
ambiguous statutory provisions to avoid 
constitutional questions, I will interpret sec- 
tion 506 so as not to infringe on the Execu- 
tive’s authority to conduct studies that 
might assist in the evaluation and prepara- 
tion of such measures. 


Section 510 of the Act prohibits the use 
of appropriated funds to change certain em- 
ployment levels determined by the Admin- 
istrators of the Federal Power Marketing 
Administrations. This provision must be in- 
terpreted in light of my constitutional re- 
sponsibility, as head of the unitary execu- 
tive branch, to supervise my subordinates. I 
note in this regard that section 510 does not 
purport to interfere with my authority, in- 
sofar as the Administrators of the Federal 
Power Marketing Administrations are sub- 
ject to my direction and control, to direct 
them to establish and maintain certain em- 
ployment levels. Rather, it only circum- 
scribes the ability of other executive branch 
officials to alter such levels once they have 
been set in a manner satisfactory to me. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
November 5, 1990. 


Note: H.R. 5019, approved November 5, was 
assigned Public Law No. 101-514. 


Statement on Signing the Departments 
of Commerce, Justice, and State, the 
Judiciary, and Related Agencies 
Appropriations Act, 1991 


November 5, 1990 


Today I have signed into law H.R. 5021, 
the “Departments of Commerce, Justice, 
and State, the Judiciary, and Related Agen- 
cies Appropriations Act, 1991.” 

In signing this Act, I note that the Act 
creates a three-member Central European 
Small Enterprise Development Commis- 
sion, which will formulate and contract for 
a 3-year management and technical assist- 
ance demonstration program in Central 
Europe. Because this constitutes the exer- 
cise of significant authority pursuant to the 
laws of the United States, the members of 
the Commission must be appointed in con- 
formity with the provisions of the Appoint- 
ments Clause. U.S. Const. Art. II, sec. 2, cl. 
2. Thus, although the Act is silent as to the 
manner of appointment of these individ- 
uals, it must be construed to require that 
the members of the Commission are to be 
appointed by me or my delegate. Similarly, 
requiring that the members of the Commis- 
sion be “representatives” of private organi- 
zations would impose upon them an obliga- 
tion inconsistent with the undivided duty of 
loyalty owed by Officers of the United 
States. Therefore, I am constrained to inter- 
pret the Act, as the Constitution requires, 
to provide for appointment of members of 
the Commission after due consideration of 
recommendations from the organizations 
designated in the Act. 

Furthermore, as with last year’s Act, I 
interpret the provisions on the Legal Serv- 
ices Corporation as not restricting the. au- 
thority of future recess appointees to exer- 
cise all powers conferred upon members of 
the Board of the Corporation. 


George Bush 
The White House, 
November 5, 1990. 


Note: H.R. 5021, approved November 5, was 
assigned Public Law No. 101-515. 
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Statement on Signing the Military 
Construction Appropriations Act, 1991 


November 5, 1990 


Today I signed H.R. 5313, the “Military 
Construction Appropriations Act, 1991.” 

The Military Construction Appropriations 
Act for fiscal year 1991 is within the fund- 
ing levels of the Budget Summit Agree- 
ment. The Act provides funds for military 
construction, family housing, and base clo- 
sure programs of the Department of De- 
fense. 

I am deeply disappointed with several 
provisions in the bill. 

Most serious is language that would pro- 
hibit the obligation of funds to allow the 
United States to meet its obligations to the 
NATO alliance and relocate the 401st Tacti- 
cal Fighter Wing to Crotone, Italy. I am 
especially troubled that some may perceive 
this as a reduction in our commitment to 
NATO during this period of dramatic 
change. Moving the 40lst to this strategic 
location remains a crucial element of NATO 
defense strategy and a top priority for the 
United States. The Administration will con- 
tinue to work with the Congress to resume 
our contribution and to proceed with this 
important effort. Meanwhile, I hope our 
NATO allies will continue construction of 
this essential base. 

Appropriations for the NATO Infrastruc- 
ture program are $193 million, $228 million 
less than the $420 million requested. This 
level of funding may prevent the United 
States from meeting its contractual obliga- 
tions under treaties and agreements with 
our NATO allies and slow essential restora- 
tion and emergency repairs of existing over- 
seas facilities. 

Section 113 of the Act requires the Secre- 
tary of Defense to give 30 days’ advance 
notice to certain congressional committees 
of any proposed military exercise involving 
construction costs that are over $100,000. 
In approving H.R. 5313, I wish to reiterate 
an understanding, expressed by President 
Reagan when he signed an Act containing a 
similar provision, that this section encom- 
passes only exercises for which providing 30 
days’ advance notice is feasible and consist- 
ent with my constitutional authority and 
duty to protect the national security. 


Finally, section 125 would purport to re- 
quire the Department of Defense to pro- 
ceed with military construction projects 
that may become unnecessary as we re- 
shape the Armed Forces. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
November 5, 1990. 


Note: H.R. 5313, approved November 5, was 
assigned Public Law No. 101-519. 


Remarks at a Republican Campaign 
Rally in Houston, Texas 
November 5, 1990 


I think those signs say it all about our 
Senator: common sense, uncommon cour- 
age. That says it all about our great Senator 
Phil Gramm. My heavens, we need him 
back there. We have an opportunity—those 
of us who vote here in this State have an 
opportunity to rack up the biggest majority 
for a Senator in the history of this State. So, 
let’s get out and get that job done tomor- 
row. 

Phil, thank you for all you do. And, 
Wendy—it’s a moving and touching story. 
As long as Phil said something nice about 
his wife—{/aughter|—I want to say I think 
we've got the best First Lady we’ve ever 
had, frankly. 

And Barbara and I are both delighted to 
be back in Houston. I pointed out on the 
campaign trail today that we have voted in 
every even-year election since 1948 in 
Texas. And we’re looking forward to voting 
on this one more than ever before 

That’s all right. Now, look, the guy’s got it 
wrong. Let me help him out. No, no, look, 
let me just address myself to that question. 
He’s got it wrong. What we’re doing in the 
Persian Gulf is not anything about war for 
oil. What we’re doing is standing up against 
naked aggression, and we will succeed. We 
will not turn back. This guy, he just has it 
mixed up a little bit. Don’t be angry. We 
see these signs all over, and I will continue 
to try to spell out the fact that what we are 
standing up for is to throw Saddam Hussein 
[President of Iraq] out of Kuwait, to restore 
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the leaders, and then to say naked aggres- 
sion will not succeed. And that’s what it’s 
about. 

And let me say to him, nobody wants war 
less than I do. I went through a pretty 
tough one. I’ve been there. But what I want 
to do is give these economic sanctions a 
chance to work. I want to hold our coali- 
tion—unprecedented in history—together. 
And I want to send a message to aggressors 
in the future that aggression will not pay. 
That’s what we’re doing in the Middle East. 
And I might add to this guy: We will simply 
say there can be no compromise with the 
U.N. resolutions. They’ve spelled it out, and 
Saddam Hussein must get out of Kuwait 
with no conditions. That’s what the policy is 
about. 

But I will continue to try to get that mes- 
sage out, loud and clear. Now, let me say 
this—Claytie and I were a little late getting 
here. We had trouble with the magneto- 
meters. Our silver feet got caught there as 
we were coming through the line. [Laugh- 
ter] But having said that, let me add this: 
I’ve known Clayton Williams for some time. 
I know of his record. I know of his sincerity. 
I know of his integrity. And he will be a 
great Governor for the State of Texas. And 
I'm going to vote for him early tomorrow 
morning. 

And I want to salute another who’s with 
us today, an old friend of mine, the next 
Lieutenant Governor, Rob Mosbacher—and 
Catherine. Waged a wonderfully aggressive 
campaign, and we’re proud of him. And 
that office has great power in our State, and 
it’s about time we have a strong leader like 
Rob Mosbacher—{laughter]|—Mosbacher, 
Moosebacher—it doesn’t matter how you 
spell it. Rob, good luck. You’ve worked 
hard. Best of luck to you. 

And to all the others, I really believe we 
do have the finest, most qualified ticket that 
we've seen: Wes Gilbreath for land commis- 
sioner, Beau Boulter for the railroad com- 
mission, Warren Harding for State treasur- 
er. Then we’ve got some that aren’t up 
here with us: Rick Perry and Buster Brown 
and Kaye Bailey Hutchinson. An outstand- 
ing ticket. 

And I don’t know where Milo went, but I 
want to thank Milo Hamilton for being 
here. And I’m glad to see some of my 
friends from the Astros. And really, it’s 


1774 


great to be back here. And it is fitting we’re 
back here, because I remember 2 years ago, 
almost to the day, an occasion like this 
when Barbara and I were—nervous time 
just before our election, before I was elect- 
ed President of the United States. And I 
looked around this room then, as I do now, 
and I see many people here without whose 
support I would not be standing here as 
President. And I’m grateful to each and 
every one of you. We’ve never forgotten 
how we got to serve this country in this 
way. 

But this is a great city and a great come- 
back city and a city that knows how to live 
and knows how to fight back, knows how to 
make those dreams that we all share come 
true. You know, two decades ago, Houston 
was the first word the world heard from the 
Moon. And this fall, Texas is where Republi- 
cans are going to have the last word, by 
electing Phil Gramm, Clayton Williams, and 
Rob Mosbacher, and the rest of our ticket. 

There are enormous differences between 
the two tickets and certainly between our 
candidate for the United States Senate and 
our candidate for Governor of this great 
State. When voters understand these differ- 
ences, we win. And when Texas elects lead- 
ers like Phil and Clayton and Rob Mos- 
bacher and the others up here, America 
wins. 

And there is something to be said about a 
President having a Governor with whom he 
can work compatibly. And it’s certainly true 
that I need more United States Senators 
like Phil Gramm. And if we had them, we 
wouldn’t be worrying about this deficit so 
much. We wouldn't be on a spending binge 
in Washington. 

Phil put it best: What we need is a 
growth agenda, expanding economic oppor- 
tunities for working men and women. Busi- 
ness leaders like Rob Mosbacher and Clay- 
ton Williams know how it’s done. They’ve 
done it themselves. And American working 
men and women deserve an economy 
where they can create and prosper. And 
that’s why these three here want to encour- 
age enterprise of every kind for every 
Texan, from Houston to E! Paso and from 
the Panhandle down to Brownsville. And 
that’s why in the budget negotiations we 
worked so hard to create some incentives to 
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make America less dependent on foreign 
oil. And that means sound national security 
policy, and those incentives will help create 
jobs—jobs right here in the State of Texas. 

And I think we have another item, an- 
other priority, that unites us. We Republi- 
cans do not waver in our support of a 
strong national defense. For 10 years we’ve 
held firm against the liberal attempts to 
slash defense. And I am convinced that the 
remarkable sweep of democracy that we’ve 
seen around the world would not have hap- 
pened without a credible, strong, deter- 
mined, secure United States of America. 

Democracy has finally dawned again in 
Eastern Europe. And Barbara and I are 
looking forward to being in Czechoslovakia 
not so many days from now. After a cold, 
dark night of 45 years, a curtain down on 
the aspirations of people, the curtain is up, 
and there’s hope, and there’s opportunity, 
and there’s optimism in Eastern Europe. 
And now we bear wondrous witness to a 
tidal change in the currents of history. We 
see America and the Soviet Union working 
together, solidly together at the United Na- 
tions, to stand against aggression. And that’s 
a good thing; that’s dramatic change. But in 
this last budget agreement, defense got 
some cuts. But I think Phil and I both can 
certify that we came through at substantial- 
ly better levels than we thought and that 
we're at a level now where I can say to the 
American people: We are going to keep our 
strength; we are going to demonstrate that 
we are dependable allies and friends to 
those who stand up against tyranny around 
the world. 

I like what Claytie said about education. 
Beyond a strong economy and a strong de- 
fense, we have a vision of a society where 
opportunity is equal to the dreams of the 
American people; and that means education 
for all, sound, with new ideas. I want a 
Governor who is going to help me imple- 
ment the national goals that came out of 
the Governors’ summit—the one I called at 
Charlottesville, Virginia, last year. I want 
somebody who believes, as I do, that we 
don’t need more mandated programs from 
Washington, but that we need more of the 
action right here at the State level in Texas, 
giving parents a choice about how to edu- 
cate their kids. 


I sent an educational bill up there to the 
Congress, the Educational Excellence Act, 
to reward achievement, encourage account- 
ability—fundamental education reform. 
And once again, if we had more like our 
Republican Congressmen from Texas and 
more in the Senate like Phil Gramm, we 
would pass that. Because we would then be 
giving more say to the parents, and we’d be 
recognizing the good teachers—God bless 
those teachers that look after our young 
kids every day of their lives. So, when Clay- 
tie talks about education reform, it’s com- 
patible with what Phil is working towards 
in the Senate and what I’m striving to do as 
President of the United States. 

This party also knows how important it is 
for America to follow her dreams, wherever 
they take us. And that’s why last year I 
announced some major destinations in our 
space program: first, to have space station 
Freedom up before the century is out; 
second, for the new century, a permanent 
lunar base—back to the Moon, back to the 
future—this time, back to stay; and third, 
down the road, but nevertheless a goal, a 
manned expedition to Mars. Exploring the 
heavens is man’s destiny, and Houston and 
Texas know that it is our destiny. You know, 
and I know it. And I want to continue to 
work to keep that future alive and bright 
for the generations to come. 

And there’s one other area I want to 
mention, another piece of unfinished busi- 
ness. The men and women in this room are 
committed to—and I think people all across 
this State, no matter what walk of life they 
come from. I know that Clayton Williams is 
determined to create and protect crime- 
free and drug-free communities, and so am 
I. In Washington, Phil has taken a superb 
leadership role—a national leader, fighting 
to clamp down on crime and drugs. And he 
believes police and prosecutors must have 
the tools to get violent criminals off the 
streets and put them away. And, you know, 
I sent a tough anticrime bill to the Congress 
1% years ago—new laws to let police and 
prosecutors take violent criminals off the 
street and put them away. But in the final 
hours of the Congress, the Democratic lib- 
erals gutted our legislation in a back room 
late at night. 
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Well, Republicans are not going to stop 
fighting. We believe when we're fighting 
this battle that we’re doing it for every 
community across our country. And we be- 
lieve fundamentally that it’s better to have 
a little less sympathy for the criminal and a 
little more for the victim of crime. 

We have much to be grateful for, much 
to be thankful for. And 12 hours from now, 
the American people will vote. And tomor- 
row they have a chance to vote for change. 
I’ve been fascinated by the fact that many 
of our kids halfway around the world—the 
finest, most dedicated, most highly motivat- 
ed troops we’ve ever had—are sending in 
absentee ballots. And sometimes I listen to 
that liberal cacophony saying, Oh, every- 
thing’s all wrong with the country. Every- 
thing’s bad—bad news, bad, bad! My view is 
this: We can do absolutely anything we set 
our sights on if we get the right kind of 
people in public life. 

And so, what I’m here to do is say: Bar- 
bara and I are proud to be home. We're 
proud to be voting for Clayton Williams and 
Phil and Rob Mosbacher and the rest of our 
ticket. We don’t believe that you can’t 
make a difference. We can make a differ- 
ence, and so can you if you'll get out and 
work tomorrow. Get your friends to the 
polls and vote for these people. 

Thank you, and God bless you all. 


Note: The President spoke at 6:24 p.m. in 
the Galleria Ballroom at the Westin Gal- 
leria Hotel. In his remarks, he referred to 
State representatives Rick Perry and Buster 
Brown; Kaye Hutchinson, candidate for 
State treasurer; and Milo Hamilton, Hous- 
ton Astros baseball announcer. A tape was 
not available for verification of the content 
of these remarks. 


Statement on Signing the Bill Providing 
for the Study of Historical and Cultural 
Resources in Vancouver, Washington 


November 5, 1990 


I have today signed H.R. 5144, “An Act 
to provide for the study of certain historical 
and cultural resources located in the city of 
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Vancouver, Washington, and for other pur- 
poses.” 

This legislation establishes a Vancouver 
Historical Study Commission to assess and 
make recommendations regarding the feasi- 
bility of establishing a Vancouver National 
Historical Reserve. This Reserve would in- 
clude several properties in Vancouver that 
were important to the settlement of the Pa- 
cific Northwest. 

Sections 4 and 5 of the Act, concerning 
excess property of the Department of De- 
fense at Vancouver Barracks, make no ref- 
erence to relevant provisions of the Federal 
Property and Administrative Services Act of 
1949, as amended. Under the provisions of 
the Property Act and existing Federal Prop- 
erty Management Regulations, the Adminis- 
trator of General Services has authority to 
convey Federal real property, without mon- 
etary consideration, for historic purposes. 
Because the Congress does not appear to 
have intended that the Property Act would 
not apply, any property conveyance recom- 
mendations the Administration may make 
under this Act will also be in accordance 
with the provisions of the Property Act. 

Section 6 of the Act states that any “Fed- 
eral entity” conducting or supporting activi- 
ties directly affecting the Vancouver histori- 
cal area shall consult with the Secretary of 
the Interior and the Vancouver Historical 
Study Commission with respect to such ac- 
tivities. Moreover, such Federal entity is 
also required to “cooperate with the Secre- 
tary and the Commission in carrying out 
their duties under this Act and, to the maxi- 
mum extent practicabie, coordinate such 
activities with the carrying out of such 
duties.” In order to avoid constitutional 
concerns, | will construe this section as not 
vesting the Commission, which is composed 
in part of officials representing State agen- 
cies, with any authority to control the ac- 
tivities of Federal agencies. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
November 5, 1990. 


Note: H.R. 5144, approved November 5, was 
assigned Public Law No. 101-523. The 
statement was released by the Office of the 
Press Secretary on November 6. 
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Statement on Signing the 
Disadvantaged Minority Health 
Improvement Act of 1990 


November 6, 1990 


I am pleased to sign today H.R. 5702, the 
“Disadvantaged Minority Health Improve- 
ment Act of 1990.” This legislation will im- 
prove the access of disadvantaged individ- 
uals, including minorities, to health care 
and health professions opportunities. 

A disparity exists between the health 
status of disadvantaged individuals, includ- 
ing minorities, and the general population. 
My budget for FY 1991 addressed these 
problems by requesting $117 million for a 
new Minority Health Initiative. I am grati- 
fied that this Act contains the authority to 
implement certain key provisions of that 
Initiative. 

Secretary Sullivan has taken an active 
leadership role in addressing minority 
health issues since being sworn in as Secre- 
tary of Health and Human Services. Be- 
cause of his leadership and that of many in 
the Congress, this Act will improve the 
quality of health care services to all disad- 
vantaged Americans. It transcends racial 
and ethnic differences and will be adminis- 
tered in a fair and nondiscriminatory way. 

I support the emphasis in the Act on im- 
proving access to health care for all disad- 
vantaged individuals, including both minori- 
ty and nonminority individuals, and increas- 
ing their representation in the health pro- 
fessions. It is, of course, the Federal Gov- 
ernment’s responsibility to ensure that the 
benefits of Federal programs are offered to 
individuals in a manner consistent with the 
equal protection guarantees of the Constitu- 
tion. Certain provisions of the Act concern 
me with respect to these guarantees. For 
example, subsection 4(c\5) purports to link 
eligibility for school program grants to the 
numerical representation of races enrolled 
at the school. Accordingly, I am hereby in- 
structing the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services to implement this and 
other provisions of the Act in a nondiscrim- 
inatory and constitutional manner. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
November 6, 1990. 


Note: H.R. 5702, approved November 6, was 
assigned Public Law No. 101-527. 


Letter to the Speaker of the House and 
the President of the Senate 
Transmitting the Report on United 
States Satellites and Antisatellite 
Weapons 


November 7, 1990 


Dear Mr. Speaker: (Dear Mr. President:) 

In accordance with section 1008 of the 
National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Years 1990 and 1991 (Public Law 
101-189), enclosed is a report on US. anti- 
satellite weapon activities and the surviv- 
ability of U.S. satellites against current and 
potential antisatellite weapons deployed by 
the Soviet Union. 

The unclassified version of this report will 
be forwarded at a later date under separate 
cover. 

Sincerely, 


George Bush 


Note: Identical letters were sent to Thomas 
S. Foley, Speaker of the House of Represent- 
atives, and Dan Quayle, President of the 
Senate. 


Statement on Signing the Foreign 
Direct Investment and International 
Financial Data Improvements Act of 
1990 


November 7, 1990 


I have today signed S. 2516, the “Foreign 
Direct Investment and International Finan- 
cial Data Improvements Act of 1990.” This 
Act requires the Secretary of Commerce to 
produce an annual report on the role and 
significance of foreign direct investment in 
the United States. The report will provide 
information with sufficient detail so that 
analysis of such investment in various indus- 
try sectors and geographic areas will be im- 
proved. This improvement will be accom- 
plished with no additional reporting re- 
quirements on businesses. 
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The Act allows the Bureau of Economic 
Analysis, the Bureau of Labor Statistics, and 
the Bureau of the Census to share identifia- 
ble business establishment data in order to 
achieve more meaningful information on 
foreign investment. The General Account- 
ing Office will also have limited access to 
these data to perform its oversight function. 

S. 2516 contains significant safeguards to 
protect the confidentiality of sensitive busi- 
ness information and to ensure that data 
provided by individual respondents will be 
used exclusively for statistical and analytical 
purposes. The provisions of this Act clearly 
preserve the principles of exclusive statisti- 
cal use and nondisclosure of confidential in- 
formation. It is of paramount importance to 
this Administration that these fundamental 
principles of the Federal statistical system 
are strictly maintained so that the accuracy 
and integrity of Government data are not 
threatened. 


George Bush 
The White House, 
November 7, 1990. 


Note: S. 2516, approved November 7, was 
assigned Public Law No. 101-533. 


Memorandum on the Liberalization of 
Trade and Investment With Nicaragua 


November 7, 1990 


Presidential Determination No. 91-8 


Memorandum for the Secretary of State 


Subject: Presidential Determination 
Waiving Worker Rights Criteria with 
Respect to Nicaragua Pursuant to Section 
212(b) of the Caribbean Basin Economic 
Recovery Act 


By virtue of the authority vested in me 
by the Caribbean Basin Economic Recovery 
Act, as amended (19 U.S.C. 2701 et seq.) 
(hereinafter “the Act”), I hereby determine, 
pursuant to section 212(b) of the Act (19 
U.S.C. 2702(b)), that the designation of 
Nicaragua as a beneficiary country under 
the Act will be in the national security in- 
terest of the United States. Accordingly, I 
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waive the application of paragraph (7) of 
section 212(b) of the Act. 

You are authorized and directed to pub- 
lish this determination in the Federal Regis- 
ter. 


George Bush 


Note: The memorandum was released by 
the Office of the Press Secretary on Novem- 
ber 8. 


Letter to the Speaker of the House and 
the President of the Senate on the 
Liberalization of Trade and Investment 
With Nicaragua 


November 7, 1990 


Dear Mr. Speaker: (Dear Mr. President:) 
Pursuant to section 212 of the Caribbean 
Basin Economic Recovery Act (CBERA), I 
wish to inform you of my intent to desig- 
nate Nicaragua as a beneficiary of the 
trade-liberalizing measures provided for in 
this Act. Designation will entitle the prod- 
ucts of Nicaragua, except for products ex- 
cluded statutorily, to duty-free treatment. 
As a_ beneficiary, Nicaragua also may 
become eligible for investments using funds 
generated in Puerto Rico under section 
936(d\2) of the Internal Revenue Code and 
re-lent to eligible Caribbean Basin countries 
at favorable rates, and for the convention 
expense tax deduction under section 274(h) 
of the Internal Revenue Code, by entering 
into an exchange of information agreement 
with the United States on tax matters. 
Designation is an important step for Nica- 
ragua in its effort to revitalize and rebuild 
its weakened economy. Designation also is 
significant because it is further tangible evi- 
dence of the constructive cooperation be- 
tween the United States and the peoples 
and governments of the Caribbean Basin. 
My decision to designate Nicaragua re- 
sults from consultations between this Ad- 
ministration and the Government of Nicara- 
gua regarding the designation criteria set 
forth in section 212 of the CBERA. Nicara- 
gua has demonstrated to my satisfaction 
that its laws, practices, and policies are sub- 
stantially in conformity with the designation 
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criteria of the CBERA. The Government of 
Nicaragua has communicated on these mat- 
ters by letter to Ambassador Hills, and in so 
doing has indicated its desire to be desig- 
nated as a CBERA beneficiary (a copy of 
the letter is enclosed). 

I intend to exercise the authority provid- 
ed by the Caribbean Basin Economic Re- 
covery Expansion Act of 1990 (CBEREA) to 
waive the worker rights criteria. The 
CBEREA amended the worker rights crite- 
ria to bring them in conformity with the 
worker rights criteria under the General- 
ized System of Preferences (GSP). Nicara- 
gua was terminated from the GSP program 
in 1987 due to its worker rights practices. 
Nicaragua has agreed to update its labor 
law. The approach of the new Nicaraguan 
Government is totally different from that of 
its predecessors, and I am confident that 
real change can now occur. Nevertheless, in 
order to ensure that Nicaragua satisfies the 
legal requirements of the new criteria, we 
would need to perform a full review, which 
would require several months. 

Nicaragua has recently emerged from a 
period in which it undermined the security 
and stability of Central America. Nicara- 
gua’s political stability depends in large 
measure on its ability to make significant 
economic progress. However, the economic 
situation in Nicaragua remains precarious. 
Nicaragua’s economic recovery hinges on 
stimulating the private sector, particularly 
in the area of foreign trade. By extending 
duty-free treatment to Nicaraguan imports, 
the United States can foster Nicaraguan po- 
litical stability through enhanced economic 
growth. Continued political stability in 
Nicaragua will contribute to the stability of 
the region. Central America’s stability and 
development are clearly in the national se- 
curity interest of the United States. 

For these reasons, I have determined, 
pursuant to section 212(b) of the CBERA, as 
amended, that it would be in the national 
security interest of the United States to ex- 
pedite Nicaragua’s CBERA beneficiary 
status by waiving the ‘worker rights criteria 
(a copy of the determination is enclosed). 
On the basis of the statements and assur- 
ances in Nicaragua’s letter, and taking into 
account information developed by the 
United States Embassy and through other 
sources, I have concluded that designation 


of Nicaragua as a CBERA beneficiary is ap- 
propriate at this time. 

I am mindful that under section 212(e) of 
the CBERA, as amended, I retain the au- 
thority to suspend, withdraw, or limit the 
application of CBERA benefits from any 
designated country if a beneficiary’s laws, 
policies, or practices are no longer in con- 
formity with the designation criteria. The 
United States will keep abreast of develop- 
ments in Nicaragua that are pertinent to 
the designation criteria—particularly with 
respect to worker rights. 

This Administration looks forward to 
working closely with the Government of 
Nicaragua and with the private sectors of 
the United States and Nicaragua to ensure 
that the wide-ranging opportunities opened 
by the CBERA are fully utilized. 

Sincerely, 


George Bush 


Note: Identical letters were sent to Thomas 
S. Foley, Speaker of the House of Represent- 
atives, and Dan Quayle, President of the 
Senate. The letter was released by the 
Office of the Press Secretary on November 
8. 


Proclamation 6223—To Designate 
Nicaragua as a Beneficiary Country for 
Purposes of the Caribbean Basin 
Economic Recovery Act 


November 8, 1990 


By the President of the United States 
of America 


A Proclamation 


1. Section 212 of the Caribbean Basin 
Economic Recovery Act (CBERA) (19 
U.S.C. 2702), as amended, authorizes the 
President to designate the countries, territo- 
ries, or successor political entities thereto 
that will be beneficiary countries for the 
purposes of the CBERA (19 U.S.C. 2701 et 
seq.). Such countries are entitled to duty- 
free entry of eligible articles imported di- 
rectly therefrom into the customs territory 
of the United States. Nicaragua has ex- 
pressed its desire to be so designated and its 
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intention to take steps to comply with all of 
the necessary criteria set forth in the 
CBERA. 

2. Pursuant to section 212(b) of the 
CBERA (19 U.S.C. 2702(b)), I have deter- 
mined that the designation of Nicaragua as 
a beneficiary country will be in the national 
security interest of the United States, and 
have reported such determination to the 
Congress with the reasons therefor. In addi- 
tion, pursuant to section 212(a) of the 
CBERA (19 U.S.C. 2702(a)), I have notified 
the House of Representatives and the 
Senate of my intention to designate Nicara- 
gua as a beneficiary country and have com- 
municated to them the considerations en- 
tering into my decision. Accordingly, pursu- 
ant to section 212(b) of the CBERA, and 
after taking into account the factors enu- 
merated in section 212(c) of the CBERA (19 
U.S.C. 2702(c)), I hereby designate Nicara- 
gua as a beneficiary country for purposes of 
the CBERA. 

3. Section 604 of the Trade Act of 1974 
(19 U.S.C. 2483) authorizes the President to 
embody in the Harmonized Tariff Schedule 
of the United States (HTS) the substance of 
the relevant provisions of that Act, of other 
acts affecting import treatment, and of ac- 
tions taken thereunder. 

Now, Therefore, I, George Bush, Presi- 
dent of the United States of America, acting 
under the authority vested in me by the 
Constitution and the laws of the United 
States, including but not limited to sections 
211 through 213 of the Caribbean Basin 
Economic Recovery Act, as amended by the 
Caribbean Basin Economic Recovery Ex- 
pansion Act of 1990, and section 604 of the 
Trade Act of 1974, do proclaim that: 

(1) In order to designate Nicaragua as a 
beneficiary country for the purposes of the 
CBERA, general note 3(cXv\A) to the HTS, 
listing those countries designated as benefi- 
ciary countries under the CBERA, is modi- 
fied by inserting in alphabetical sequence 
“Nicaragua”. 

(2) The modifications made by this procla- 
mation shall be effective with respect to 
articles entered, or withdrawn from ware- 
house for consumption, in the customs terri- 
tory of the United States on or after the 
date of publication of this proclamation in 
the Federal Register. 
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In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set 
my hand this eighth day of November, in 
the year of our Lord nineteen hundred and 
ninety, and of the Independence of the 
United States of America the two hundred 
and fifteenth. 


George Bush 


[Filed with the Office of the Federal Regis- 
ter, 9:23 a.m., November 9, 1990) 


Statement by Press Secretary Fitzwater 
on the Liberalization of Trade and 
Investment With Nicaragua 


November 8, 1990 


President Bush today signed a Presiden- 
tial proclamation designating Nicaragua as a 
beneficiary of the trade measures provided 
for in the Caribbean Basin Economic Re- 
covery Act. Nicaragua’s participation in the 
Caribbean Basin Initiative (CBI) benefits 
will give Nicaraguan businesses duty-free 
access to the U.S. market for a wide range 
of goods and will prompt growth in Nicara- 
gua’s export sector, which is critical for its 
economic recovery program. 

In recognition of the disastrous economic 
situation which the democratically elected 
government of President Violeta Chamorro 
inherited, President Bush has determined 
that it is in the national interest to waive 
the statutory requirements that a lengthy 
review of worker rights in Nicaragua be 
conducted before CBI benefits are ex- 
tended. Nevertheless, we are satisfied that 
the Nicaraguan Government complies with 
the criteria of the law and that there is 
labor freedom in Nicaragua. Today the Nic- 
araguan workers are free to organize, the 
press is uncensored, political activity is un- 
restricted, and religious activity is free from 
government interference. This ‘s in strong 
contrast to the record of the previous gov- 
ernment. 

By promoting increased trade ties be- 
tween the United States and Nicaragua, 
President Bush’s action is yet another sign 
of the new, friendly relationship between 
our two countries. The United States reiter- 
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ates its strong support for the democratical- 
ly elected government of Nicaragua. 


Remarks Announcing the Resignation 
of William J. Bennett as Director of 
National Drug Control Policy and a 
Question-and-Answer Session With 
Reporters 


November 8, 1990 


The President. 1 am announcing today 
that Bill Bennett, America’s first Director of 
the Office of National Drug Policy, has of- 
fered his resignation and, with much regret, 
I have accepted it. His decision to return to 
private life is obviously welcome news to 
his family, but there is no doubt that his 
energetic contributions to public life will be 
sorely missed. 

When we took office, Bill Bennett took 
on one of the most important initiatives of 
our administration, the National Drug Con- 
trol Strategy, our blueprint, if you will, for 
the war on drugs. He confronted the prob- 
lem head on, helping lead America’s deter- 
mined effort to take back the streets. And 
his hard work has paid off. We devoted un- 
precedented new resources to the fight: 
new money, new material, new manpower 
for law enforcement, for treatment, for pre- 
vention. Never before has so much effort, 
involving so many people, been applied to 
the battle against drugs. 

Bill’s efforts have helped spark a funda- 
mental change in attitude, an awareness 
that drugs can take away your family, your 
job, your health, your freedom and, indeed, 
your very life. As we’ve seen on the road 
firsthand, he’s inspired communities across 
the country to get involved in this battle. 
And I’ve enjoyed my many travels with 
him. 

Both Bill and I are encouraged by recent, 
very promising signs that suggest the drug 
problem is diminishing not only in the sub- 
urbs but in the cities as well. And I know 
he believes, as I do, that we’re on the road 
to victory. So, we’re going to stick to our 
comprehensive drug strategy. We’re going 
to renew our call for Congress to pass a true 
crime bill—one that’s tough on criminals, 
not on the police. And my administration 


will remain on the front lines until this 
scourge is stopped. 

On behalf of all Americans, I want to 
thank Bill for his leadership on this issue 
and express my gratitude for all that he has 
done to unite the Nation against the 
scourge of drugs. Block by block, school by 
school, child by child, we will take back the 
streets; and we will never surrender. 

Bill Bennett has done a superb job for 
this country, and I will always be very, very 
grateful to him. And now Id like to ask him 
to say a word or two, and then I'll be glad 
to take a couple of questions, and I’m sure 
he would as well. 

Director Bennett. Mr. President, thank 
you very much for your words and for the 
confidence that you put in me in asking me 
to take this job. As you remember, I volun- 
teered for the job. I had an opportunity 
earlier on in the Reagan administration to 
serve this country and the children of this 
country. And to have a second opportunity 
to do that was a rare privilege indeed. All I 
want to say now—and of course, I'll be 
happy to take questions later on about our 
policies and our programs—but all I want to 
say now, again, is thank you and talk a 
minute about the difference that you have 
made. 

Your taking this issue on, your saying in 
that inaugural address that this scourge will 
stop, coincided with the great American 
change of mind about drugs. But your lead- 
ership at crucial points has made a great 
deal of difference. You said in your inaugu- 
ral this scourge will stop. That was against 
the advice of some to take on this issue. But 
you took it on. Second, you remember that 
trip to Cartagena. And many advised you 
not to go, and public opinion polls were 
advising you not to go. But you thought it 
was serious and merited your being there, 
and you were there. About a month and a 
half ago, when we issued our report update 
on the war on drugs, you stated again that 
this was a top priority of yours. You have 
been there every time we have asked you 
to be there, and you have taken this issue 
unto yourself. The American people know 
that and are grateful to you for it. 

The midterm elections just took place. No 
one has commented because, I guess, it 
hasn’t been noticed yet. But there was 
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hardly any sign during those elections that 
any Democrat sought to challenge you on 
the issue of drugs, because you were credi- 
ble, because you have taken this task up, 
because everyone knows that you have 
taken it seriously and made an unprece- 
dented commitment. 

While we’re on politics, it’s my belief, Mr. 
President, you will conclude this term very 
successfully. You will be reelected as Presi- 
dent of the United States in 1992—{/laugh- 
ter|—and in 1996 you will be thanked by 
your countrymen for a profound and great 
service, not least of which because in 1996, 
when the American people look at this 
issue, they will see the drug problem much 
improved. 

Thank you very much, sir. 

Persian Gulf Crisis 

Q. Mr. President, Margaret Thatcher 
[Prime Minister of the United Kingdom] 
said yesterday that either Saddam Hussein 
[President of Iraq] get out of Kuwait soon 
or Britain and its allies will remove him by 
force. Do you agree with that, and how 
soon is soon? 

The President. Well, let me say—I should 
have thrown a caveat in. I’m going to take 
some questions on the Middle East this 
afternoon, so if you'll excuse me, I'll defer 
them until then. But I won’t take any now 
on that subject at all. 

Q. All right. I'll try politics. 

The President. Try that. [Laughter] 

Q. Do you have a replacement? 


Midterm Elections 


Q. Okay. You went around the country 
telling Americans you had to have more 
Republicans in Congress to get the econo- 
my going and to cut the deficit. You didn’t 
get any more Republicans. In fact, you lost 
a little ground. What does that mean for 
your relationship with Congress? 

The President. Hey, listen, it means I 
didn’t do as well as I'd like. I’d like to have 
had more; I still feel that way. I think if you 
want to put it in proper perspective—I 
think everyone is aware of the fact that the 
party in power normally loses in an off year. 
I'm told we did a little better than the 
norm, but that doesn’t make me happy. I’d 
like to have more Republicans. 
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Q. Well, does it tie your hands now—I 
mean, the fact that the Democrats—— 

The President. No, it doesn’t tie my hand. 
The changes were very small. I regret terri- 
bly the loss of Senator Boschwitz. He’s an 
outstanding Republican Member of the 
Senate. But we lose one there. I don’t want 
to go into a lot of political statistics, but I’m 
told that’s far fewer than normally happens 
in an off year, and certainly in the House— 
nine, compared to some of the gloom and 
doom predictions is not as substantial. But 
look, every one that we dropped I don’t 
like. I don’t like to see us lose seats at all. 
I'd like to see us gain. 


Administration Vacancies 


Q. Mr. President, do you have a replace- 
ment for Bennett, and do you have a re- 
placement for Elizabeth Dole [former Sec- 
retary of Labor] as a result of the election? 

The President. Not yet. Not yet. And I 
haven’t even begun to really sit down seri- 
ously with lists. Bill, out of courtesy, whis- 
pered in my ear not so long ago that he 
wanted to go back to private life; and 
maybe I’ve just been hoping he would think 
more rationally. But I understand that. I 
love his family, and it is right for him and 
his family. And somehow, I think that’s 
going to prove to be right for me and this 
administration in the long run. 

But, no, but we’ve got to start soon on 
that, Helen [Helen Thomas, United Press 
International]. I wanted to wait until after 
the election to keep my focus on the cam- 
paign trail and then on these big problems 
we're wrestling with halfway around the 
world. So, I’m not misleading you. Heard a 
lot of names floated, but we’re not down to 
the decisionmaking point on either of these 
two or 

Q. Will it be a woman? And will it be 
someone like Lynn Martin [Republican sen- 
atorial candidate in Illinois]? 

The President. Well, as I say, we’re not 
there yet, so I can’t help you. Nice try, 
however. 


Midterm Elections 


Q. Mr. President, a couple of months ago, 
predictions were that Republicans might ac- 
tually make gains in the midterm election. 

The President. Hey, listen, that’s what I 
wanted. 
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Q. And then their fortune seemed to turn 
when you changed your mind on the possi- 
bility of new taxes and then during the 
drawn-out budget process. To what extent 
do you blame yourself, if at all, for the Re- 
publican showing in this past election? 

The President. \ think if the past year 
were significantly different than other 
years—in other words, if we’d have taken a 
bath for every off year heretofore people 
had gained, the party in power, I think 
maybe I would have had to accept a little 
more responsibility and blame. I’m not talk- 
ing victory because I am very disappointed 
the way some of the races turned out. On 
the other hand, when you look overall, I 
think most people that understand Ameri- 
can politics are saying this administration 
did not come out worse than predecessors. 
Indeed, some make the point that we came 
out a little better. 

So, it’s pretty hard to assess that. And I 
haven’t looked at it in terms of those who 
supported the budget package—whether 
they did worse than others. But I made 
very clear to the American people I was 
concerned with some of the provisions in 
the budget package. I happen to believe in 
the long run it’s going to prove in the best 
interests of this country. And so, I’m not 
suggesting that that was popular or made 
me popular with everybody. But I can’t 
really answer it until we’ve seen a little 
more analysis. You’ve asked a very technical 
question in a sense. 


1992 Presidential Election 


Q. Mr. President, are you running for re- 
election in 1992? 

The President. Ann [Ann Compton, ABC 
News], I’m going to put you down as one of 
the first I'll let know when I make that 
decision. No decision has been made. You 
all go through this kind of coy dance now 
for a while. The minute the election is over 
everybody shifts gear and starts pointing at 
92. It’s understandable. So, therefore, I un- 
derstand where you’re coming from, but I 
can’t give you an answer yet. 

Q. Are you giving any consideration in 
not running? Is that a possibility? 

The President. Not today. Not today. I’m 
shifting gears now and trying to shift into 
the role of trying to lead this country in 
getting things done. And we’re going to 


have a good agenda to take to the Congress. 
And clearly, I want to see the country 
remain united in our determination to suc- 
ceed halfway around the world. So, I really 
have not started a focus on ’92. 


The Nation’s Economy and the Persian 
Gulf Crisis 


Q. Mr. President, some of the polling 
taken in conjunction with the election, exit 
polls and so forth, showed an impression 
growing in the country that the United 
States is headed for war in the Middle East 
and very serious economic problems here at 
home. Would you address those fears? 

The President. Well, ’'m concerned about 
the economic situation—been very frank 
about that. I will be meeting with our top 
economic people in the next few days—a 
series of meetings, both inside—top eco- 
nomic people in the White House, and then 
I'll be inviting some others in to talk about 
it because I am concerned about a slow- 
down in this economy. And I’m concerned 
what that means to the average working- 
man in this country and the women that 
work with their kids—having to support 
them. I mean, it’s a terrible worry that 
people have. And we’ve been enjoying 
rather robust growth for many years, and 
now we all know the economy is slower. So, 
I want to be sure that, to the degree a 
President can do something to soften the 
blow or to stimulate economic growth, that 
he tries to do it. So, we'll be having a lot of 
discussion about that. 

And what was your part on the Gulf? 

Q. About the prospects for war in the 
Persian Gulf. 

The President. Well, I’ve been very clear 
that we want to see the sanctions be so 
successful we don’t have to have anybody 
shooting over there, and I’ve also said we’re 
not ruling any options out. 

Civil Rights Legislation 

Q. Sir, you’re getting a lot of free advice 
on which way to go politically over the next 
couple of years—— 

The President. Yes. 

Q. Mr. Viguerie and Howard Phillips 
[conservative Republican consultants] are 
telling you you’ve got to go right and rees- 
tablish your conservative credentials. 
Marlin [Marlin Fitzwater, Press Secretary 
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to the President] did remind us yesterday 
that you are a conservative. But people like 
Ed Rollins [cochairman of the National Re- 
publican Congressional Committee] are 
saying you’ve got to be more broad-based 
and go after the Democrats. What do you 
see now? Do you have to appeal to a wider 
section and got to go after blacks again 
after the veto of the civil rights bill? 

The President. One of the things I—since 
you raised the civil rights bill—is that I 
want to have a good civil rights bill. And so, 
we'll be sending one up early on. It will not 
have quotas. It will not lead to quotas. It 
will be fairplay in trying to eliminate dis- 
crimination in the workplace. And there 
were some politics involved in that, John 
[John Cochran, NBC News]. 

We sent a bill up there that was a very 
good bill, and the leaders wouldn’t even 
permit it to be voted on because they 
thought they could stick me with being 
anti-civil rights. I am pro-civil rights. I am 
pro-fairness in the workplace, against dis- 
crimination in the workplace. And we can 
fashion that kind of civil rights legislation if 
we can get some of the politics out of it. 
And maybe we can as we start a new Con- 
gress, because I’ve got a good record in that 
regard. I have not changed in that regard. 
But I don’t think it is fair to recommend to 
the American people legislation that in my 
view, would inevitably result in quotas. 

But now we're out of the political give- 
and-take on that, and I think maybe we can 
get something positive done. 


Washington Politics 


Q. Can I ask you about the reaching out 
in a broad-based way? And would you reach 
out to Ed Rollins? You willing to work with 
him and let him stay on? 

The President. I'm not going to get into 
this beltway stuff. One of the things that I 
loved was outside—I got needled by some— 
let’s see if I can find him or her here—a 
writer about saying it’s nice to be outside of 
the beltway. It is. I didn’t get one single 
question about the future of any individual 
consultant or member of whatever congres- 
sional or Senate committee or national com- 
mittee. We stayed on different subjects. 
So—— 

Q. We're here. 
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The President. Yes, we’re here, but my 
mind is out there. So, I refuse to get into all 
of that. 


Relations With Congress 


Q. Mr. President, as you approach the 
new Congress, do you think you will be 
able to extend the hand of friendship the 
way you—the tone of the first—in your first 
inaugural, or do you think this will be parti- 
san and confrontational from the outset? 

The President. Well, it takes two to— 
when you extend the hand somebody else 
has to reach out and shake it. And we’ve 
been through a highly partisan political 
dance here for a while. It’s the great Ameri- 
can way. And those with whom I’ve worked 
cooperatively, needless to say, went out and 
tried to bash the President. And we’ve 
heard all kinds of rhetoric about how I 
should be doing things differently. But look, 
there are going to be certain things where 
we will continue to try to work with the 
Congress. 

I also will be being sure I can do the best 
job I can in leading a united Republican 
Party. We have some—he mentioned a 
couple of critics that aren’t in the Congress 
or anything who—there’s nothing I can do 
to placate those who have been some of the 
severest critics of Ronald Reagan even. So, 
I’m not going to even worry about that. But 
I do think that it’s worth trying to move the 
country forward. And on some areas, we’re 
going to have to do it, and on some, I’m 
going to be appealing strongly for Demo- 
cratic support, and in some I’m going to use 
the veto so as to stop a lot of bad things 
from happening to this country. And that 
veto power is there. And I am more deter- 
mined than ever to use it. 

I was elected to take this country in a 
certain direction, and the liberals in the 
Congress want to take it in another direc- 
tion. So, our system decrees who wins? How 
are we going to move it? And they’re going 
to shoot stuff back at me over and over 
again that I cannot accept. Now, will I try 
to avoid that? Will I say to them on a civil 
rights bill: “Look, I want civil rights, and I 
don’t want quotas. You tried it your way; 
now let’s give me a vote my way’? Abso- 
lutely. I have to do that. That’s part of my 
responsibility. All kinds of growth incen- 
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tives—when the economy is slow, you want 
growth incentives. So, I’ve got an agenda. 
We're going to be fashioning it. And wheth- 
er they are going to be willing to cooperate, 
I don’t know. 

But it’s hard when you have a majority— 
take capital gains. There was a majority last 
year in the House for it. There was a major- 
ity last year in the Senate for it. And it 
never could get voted on. Now, I think the 
American people can see that. And so, let’s 
hope we can make progress on some of 
these incentives. 

When you have a slow economy, or worry 
about a slower economy, that’s a good time 
to put incentive into the economic spec- 
trum. 


Manuel Noriega’s Telephone 
Conversations 


Q. Mr. President, CNN [Cable News Net- 
work] has obtained tapes which apparently 
were recorded between Manuel Noriega in 
prison and his defense team. Although cer- 
tain calls are permitted to be monitored, we 
understand that those with a defendant’s 
attorneys are supposed to be privileged. 
Were you aware of this monitoring, or any 
specific order that would have authorized 
monitoring of privileged conversations? 

The President. No, and I’m not aware of 
it now. I’m learning something from you. 
So, I'm not going to comment on it if I 
don’t know anything about it, and I don’t. 

Q. Under what circumstances would you 
favor monitoring 

The President. 1 would favor abiding by 
the law. 


Federal Budget Agreement and Taxes 


Q. Mr. President, with all of your expla- 
nations on midterm perspective taken as a 
given, do you think you paid a political 
price for compromising with the Democrats 
and agreeing to new taxes? 

The President. 1 don’t know, because I 
used to get accused in this very room by 
question, not direct accusation, but by 
living and guiding myself by the polls. That 
was: Hey, you won’t make a tough decision 
because of the polls. Have not heard that 
recently, and maybe that has something to 
do with how I'd answer your question. Be- 
cause I don’t think it was popular, what I 
did, with anybody. But I think it was the 


right thing to do, and so, I will try to make 
that point. You know, like the umpire, 
you’ve got to call them as you see them. 

So, I have some remedial work to do, I 
think. I wish I could go back and give a 
clearer answer to whether this helped or 
hurt in the election, because I just don’t 
know the answer to that. But I think in the 
final analysis, if it’s good for the economy, 
long run—we’re in some tough times right 
now—but in the long run, if it’s good for 
the economy, then that should be good for 
the country. And if it’s good for the coun- 
try, hopefully it would be good for the 
views that I represent. 

Q. I ask that because so many of the Gov- 
ernors on the Democratic side and your 
own side seemed to have certainly been 
punished where they raised taxes, and I 
wonder if that’s a lesson you take away 
from this election. 

The President. 1 think there is a lesson. I 
think people feel they’re taxed too much. I 
happen to believe that, and I’ve said that. I 
haven’t changed my view: that we think we 
ought to go out and raise people’s taxes. 
What I think we’re going to see coming 
down the pike at me, in terms of the of- 
fered hand, is a whole wide array of tax 
proposals out of the Democrats. Maybe I 
misread what some of their leaders said 
when they talked about now going back 
and trying to raise income tax rates. And 
they’re going to do it over my dead veto or 
live veto or something like that, because it 
ain’t going to happen, Ill guarantee you. 

And so, I can identify with that. I’ve 
always felt that way. I made one compro- 
mise to try to get a budget agreement that, 
in my view, I felt was essential. And I got 
the message. I had the message long before 
America went to the polls to say, Hey, we 
don’t want any more taxes; we want to do 
something about spending. And one of the 
great things about this budget agreement is 
that—we’ll get to you in a minute—one of 
the great things about that is that there is 
some enforcement provisions in here that I 
am determined to live by and that I am 
determined to make Congress live by. And 
if we live by them, then we can negate the 
insatiable desire on the part of some in the 
Congress on the Democratic side to raise 
taxes. 
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But the good news on that, Wyatt [Wyatt 
Andrews, CBS News], is I think some of the 
Democrats got the message as well as Re- 
publicans. We had the message. We’ve un- 
derstood this. And you're right, they spoke 
up against Governors, some Democrat, 
some Republican. But I don’t think there’s 
any confusion on the part of people as to 
how I feel about taxes. I oppose raising 
taxes. And we had this one compromise, 
and that just reinforced my view, frankly. 

Q. If I may, are you saying it’s one time 
only? 

The President. I'm just saying I’m going 
to hold the line on taxes and fight back all 
these plans that are coming at me that I 
think will—maybe I’m getting paranoid 
about it when I hear them talk about let’s 
go out and raise taxes again—but I thought 
that was kind of the message coming out of 
the end of the budget debate. And if that’s 
the case, we’re in for a whale of a fight. 
And the proffered hand may miss the shake 
because we’re not going to compromise on 
that. 

Q. Could we go back out beyond the belt- 
way again for a minute? 

The President. Let’s do it, Michel [Michel 
McQueen, Wall Street Journal]. 


Campaign Tactics 


Q. A couple of years ago, the Texas Re- 
publican Party passed an “English only” 
amendment as part of its party platform, 
and you spoke out against this. You said that 
this was an alienating message to send to 
people you want to participate. This year 
the North Carolina Republican Party sent 
postcards to minority voters, Democrats, 
suggesting that they had given false infor- 
mation to elections officials, giving them 
false information. Is this an appropriate 
campaign tactic? And why have you been 
silent about this? 

The President. Because I haven’t tried to 
get into the campaign tactics in 50 States. 
On the postcard—I mean, the “English 
only”—I don’t think it’s a good thing to 
have. I mean, I want every kid to speak 
English. I’ve been for bilingual education all 
my life—continue to support it—but I think 
the goal of it should be that every kid in 
this country speak English. But I just don’t 
think the “English only” approach is the 
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way to do it. I think it could result in cer- 
tain discrimination. 

But I’m sorry, I can’t help you on the 
details of a race for the United States 
Senate or a Governor’s race or a congres- 
sional race. I just have not gone into that. 

Q. Sir, are you saying that you don’t know 
anything about this postcard situation? 

The President. Yes, just what I’ve read in 
the papers. I’ve read a lot of charges and 
countercharges. And I’ve heard some 
people say it’s bad, and I’ve heard others 
say it’s not. I do recall—anytime somebody 
puts in what they call a voter’s security pro- 
gram, some people raise hell about it. And 
that’s not right, either. So, it ought to be—it 
depends how it’s done. And I just don’t 
know enough about what you're trying to 
get me into, to get into that. 


Midterm Elections 


Q. Mr. President, I wonder if you have 
any reaction to the margins of victory of 
Mario Cuomo [Governor of New York] and 
[Senator] Bill Bradley, two Democrats 
thought to be looking at challenging you in 
2 years. [Laughter] 

The President. | told you I’m not thinking 
about ’92. 

Q. Could you say that a little louder? 

The President. I just told Michel I haven’t 
gone into the details of all these races. I 
don’t know. I don’t know. 


Director Bennett’s Resignation 


Q. Mr. President, may I ask you about 
Director Bennett? We’ve heard stories of 
threats against himself, against his family, 
and maybe that’s why he’s leaving. What do 
you know about that? 

The President. I'd let him respond to that 
question, but I—maybe—Bill, why don’t 
you 

Director Bennett. ’'ve got one question. 
Come on, let me take it. [Laughter] So far, 
I’ve read that I am bored, restive, restless, 
tired, unhappy, moping about lack of media 
attention, sulking about not being in the 
Cabinet, in a snit with John Sununu [Chief 
of Staff to the President]—all sorts of things 
that I’ve read about—and being stampeded 
out of town—none of which are true. 

There have been people who haven’t 
liked me since I’ve been in public service. 
The Yale English department—they may be 
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threatening. I don’t—{laughter|—the Na- 
tional Education Association and this latest 
crowd. But I mean, I’m not the stampeded- 
out-of-town type. There’s nothing there. 

Q. How about personal threats to your 
safety? 

Director Bennett. I mean, there are 
threats. There are always threats in this 
kind—— 

Q. to your safety? 

Director Bennett. Yes, well they’ve been 
there since the beginning of this job, and 
that’s always the case. I think what people 
are picking up on is when I went up to 
Alaska to talk about the recriminalization of 
marijuana, which, by the way, occurred— 
that took place, that initiative passed. There 
were some anonymous threats from some 
potheads: that they were going to blow me 
up. But the notice that went out from one 
of the pothead societies said—{laughter|— 
said, “Come confront Bennett.” But the 
date they put on it was 2 days after the day 
I was there. [Laughter] So, if they did leave 
anything dangerous, it’s probably going off 
up there on the icecap somewhere with- 
out——— 

Q. Why are you leaving? 

Director Bennett. 1 don’t want to tie you 
up. Should we go into this? 

Q. Why? 

The President. No, no. I'll just take two 
more and then—— 

Director Bennett. When the President 
and I talked 20 months ago, we talked 
about things that needed to be done. I had 
two jobs in Government: Humanities Chair- 
man and Secretary of Education. We decid- 
ed that what we needed to do was to get a 
good strategy, which we’ve got; to get bi- 
partisan support for it, which we’ve got 
broadly—there are still some things Demo- 
crats need to do, like the crime bill; third, 
that we needed to get the right amount of 
resources for it, which we’ve achieved; and 
fourth, begin to see some progress, some 
results. 

We said at that time—I remember the 
President saying to me, “If you can get this 
thing started, going in the right direction, 
moving, Ill be very grateful.” I think we 
got that. And so, I took the job freely, and 
now I leave freely. 

Q. Why don’t you want to see it through? 


Director Bennett. Seeing it through is 
going to—I mean, I think if this nation stays 
on course, I think, we will probably beat 
the goals that we stated in the National 
Drug Control Strategy of 10 years. I think 
we'll be there in 5 years if the States do the 
things that they’re supposed to do and if 
others do what they’re supposed to do. The 
Federal commitment, I think, is clear—un- 
precedented commitment, unprecedented 
amount of money, resources, and so on. 
That’s 5 years. 

You know, I’ve had 9 years in Govern- 
ment. I think that’s enough for now. I 
mean, I do want to tell my critics I am not 
leaving public life. And worse than that, I 
may not even be leaving public service for- 
ever. I may be back. One needs to be care- 
ful about this. 

But I don’t leave with any sense of re- 
morse or apology. I’m proud of what we’ve 
done, and I think what we’ve done is a 
good thing and we really are making 
progress. 

The President. With your permission, let 
me just take two—Jessica [Jessica Lee, USA 
Today] and Ellen [Ellen Warren, Knight- 
Ridder Newspapers]—and then leave you to 
the others. But before I—well, go ahead, 
and then I want to just conclude my part. 


Taxes 


Q. Mr. President, you say that your read- 
ing of the election shows that people didn’t 
and don’t want their taxes raised. Upon re- 
flection, do you wish you had kept your 
campaign promise and not _ supported 
higher taxes? 

The President. Do I wish I had been able 
toP Yes. Very much so. 

Q. But sir, you told —— 

The President. In fact, we tried. We sent 
a budget up there, and it kind of died for 
lack of a second. It had no taxes in it. And 
that’s a very—I wish I had a Congress who 
would do it just my way, because I am still 
convinced we can get by without having 
raised anybody’s taxes of any kind. So, yes, I 
have serious regrets about that. 

Q. Can you make the promise now, sir, 
that you will not support new taxes in the 
future? 

The President. Can I make the promise I 
won’t support them? Absolutely. But some- 
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times you run into some realities. I’m gird- 
ing up my loins to go into battle to beat 
back the tax attempts that I think are 
coming because I think the American 
people are fed up with it. I think that was 
very clear. I think in my case they probably 
know that there had to be some compro- 
mise, at least from the way you look at does 
the American people support the deficit 
agreement or not. But I want to be on the 
side of no tax increases, and we’re going to 
go right to bat again in the Congress at 
that. We fight that battle all the time. 


Persian Gulf Crisis and Director Bennett’s 
Resignation 


Q. Mr. President, there seemed to be not 
very much debate about the Persian Gulf 
during the election, even though we have 
our young people there with their lives on 
the line. I’m wondering if you take the fact 
that you weren't seriously challenged by 
the opposition party on this matter—if you 
take this as support for any decision that 
you might make with respect to having to 
go to war there, without respect, say, to the 
House’s adjournment resolution that says 
they should come back if you were to go to 
war? 

The President. Jessica, I said I didn’t want 
to take any Persian Gulf questions. 

Q. It’s not 

The President. Well, it is, so therefore I 
will reply to this, and then—this is the last 
one anyway. Look, we have had extensive 
consultations with Congress. We will contin- 
ue to have extensive consultations with 
Congress. I think the people in the cam- 
paign, for the most part, recognized that I 
was trying very hard to separate support for 
the Persian Gulf policy from the pure head- 
on-head confrontation of domestic politics. 

Again, I tried continually on the road to 
salute the Democratic leadership and 
Democratic Members along with Republi- 
can leadership and Republican Members for 
what I think has been extraordinarily solid 
support. And I think that support has led to 
good support from the American people. 
But we have a major foreign policy objec- 
tive there. I am determined to see the ob- 
jective fulfilled. I am determined to hold 
this coalition together. But that must be 
done without partisan politics intervening. 
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And so, that then leads me to say I will 
continue to consult. I know the responsibil- 
ities I have to do that. I know the impor- 
tance of the support of the Congress. And I 
will continue to reach out to them and keep 
them informed and consult. And they know 
my views. So, I don’t think that the cam- 
paign has driven any wedge between me 
and the leaders on Capitol Hill or of the 
American people on this very important 
problem. 

Q. So, that does mean that you feel that 
there is widespread national support for 

The President. No question about it. 

Q. whatever it is that you have to do, 
that you decide to do? 

The President. Well, I like to feel the 
American people would support their Presi- 
dent on whatever decision is made. And I 
think one way to guarantee that is to be 
sure that you consult, to be sure that you 
spell out your objectives as clearly as possi- 
ble, be sure you keep their historic coalition 
together. And the importance of the [Secre- 
tary of State] Baker trip, for example, I 
think, is obvious. And so, so far, I think that 
the ingredients are there for full support. 
And I view my responsibilities as such that I 
must be sure that’s right. I'll go the extra 
mile here at home and abroad to see that 
the common objectives as stated by the 
United Nations are met. 

Now, I'll turn it over to Bill. And let me 
just say, I’ve read some silly speculation 
about Bill Bennett’s leaving. And he has my 
total confidence. There’s no internal politics 
that’s caused him to make this decision. If 
he feels like it, he can tell you when he—I 
don’t want to violate confidences—when he 
and I had our first and subsequent talks 
about this. He knows the affection that Bar- 
bara and I have for him and his family. I 
know the kind of sacrifice that anyone serv- 
ing this country goes through not just in the 
controversy of the job but in terms of finan- 
cial aspirations for their families that need 
to be educated. And so, please discount 
some of this understandable speculation. He 
has my confidence; I think I have his. And I 
know that he has the love and affection for 
his family from Barbara and me. 

I think he’s done an outstanding job for 
this country. And even his severest critics, I 
think, will tell you that—those that started 
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off the most critical. We’ve made progress 
in an area that is vital to every single family 
in this country, and I will never get over 
being grateful to Bill Bennett for what he’s 
done. 


Note: The President spoke at 11:08 a.m. in 
the Briefing Room at the White House. 


Letter Accepting the Resignation of 
William J. Bennett as Director of 
National Drug Control Policy 


November 8, 1990 


Dear Bill: 

It is with great regret that I accept your 
letter of resignation as Director of National 
Drug Control Policy. Your strong support 
and steady guidance will be sorely missed. 

As the first Director of National Drug 
Control Policy, you took on the dual task of 
coordinating the Federal Government’s 
effort to fight the war on drugs while pro- 
viding courageous national leadership in the 
battle against drug use, addiction, and drug- 
related crime. Your drive, determination, 
clarity of purpose, and deep sense of mis- 
sion have helped unite the whole Nation 
behind this critical task. 

Under your careful stewardship, our Ad- 
ministration published the first National 
Drug Control Strategy, a comprehensive 
blueprint for fighting drugs and drug use on 
every front, at every level of government, 
and in every city, town, and neighborhood. 
In the time since we presented the National 
Strategy to the American people, we have 
seen many very real and encouraging signs 
of progress against drugs. You have helped 
lay the essential groundwork for victory, 
and I share your fervent belief that in the 
months and years ahead, we will see the 
menace of drugs finally beaten. 

Bill, both Barbara and I maintain the 
greatest respect and admiration for your ac- 
complishments in public office. On behalf 
of all Americans, let me express our indebt- 
edness to you for your service to the peace 
and health of this Nation. 

Sincerely, 


George Bush 


[The Honorable William J. Bennett, Director of 
National Drug Control Policy, Washington, D.C. 
20500] 


Dear Mr. President: 

It is with deep respect and heartfelt grati- 
tude that I advise you of my wish to resign 
as Director of the Office of National Drug 
Control Policy at the end of November. 

When I assumed this position in March of 
1989, you asked that I devote my efforts to 
develop a strategy to fight the terrible 
menace of illegal drugs. Under your leader- 
ship, and with the strong support of your 
Cabinet, I believe we have done that. 

During the last nineteen months, we 
have made progress in attacking all aspects 
of illegal drug use in this country. While 
much remains to be done, I think it can be 
said we have witnessed a major turning 
point in the war on drugs. All indicators 
suggest that drug use—across the board— 
has started to turn down. I believe that the 
American people have united to assure that 
the promise you made in your Inaugural 
Address will be fulfilled. 

The National Drug Control Strategy that 
has been implemented during your Admin- 
istration enjoys broad, bipartisan support. 
With continued effort, energy, and further 
refinement, this Strategy will bring this 
scourge under control, and provide lasting 
benefit to the American people. Your cou- 
rageous commitment to tackle this problem 
is a tribute to you and your Presidency. 

Thank you for the opportunity to serve. 

Sincerely, 


Bill 
William J. Bennett 


[The President, The White House, Washington, 
D.C. 20500] 


The President’s News Conference on 
the Persian Gulf Crisis 


November 8, 1990 


U.S. Military Buildup 


The President. 1 have a brief statement, 
and I'd be glad to take a couple of questions 
and then turn to Secretary [of Defense] 
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Cheney, who will take some questions. And 
then he will go over to the Pentagon for 
more of an in-depth briefing. 

On August 6th, in response to the unpro- 
voked Iraqi invasion of Kuwait, I ordered 
the deployment of U.S. military forces to 
Saudi Arabia and the Persian Gulf to deter 
further Iraqi aggression and to protect our 
interests in the region. What we’ve done is 
right, and I’m happy to say that most Mem- 
bers of Congress and the majority of Ameri- 
cans agree. 

Before the invasion in August, we had 
succeeded in the struggle for freedom in 
Eastern Europe, and we’d hopefully begun 
a new era that offered the promise of 
peace. Following the invasion, I stated that 
if history had taught us any lesson it was 
that we must resist aggression or it would 
destroy our freedom. Just ask the people of 
Kuwait and the foreign nationals in hiding 
there and the staffs of the remaining Em- 
bassies who have experienced the horrors of 
Iraq’s illegal occupation, its systematic dis- 
mantling of Kuwait, and its abuse of Kuwai- 
tis and other citizens. 

The world community also must prevent 
an individual clearly bent on regional domi- 
nation from establishing a chokehold on the 
world’s economic lifeline. We're seeing 
global economic stability and growth al- 
ready at risk as, each day, countries around 
the world pay dearly for Saddam Hussein’s 
[President of Iraq] aggression. 

From the very beginning, we and our co- 
alition partners have shared common politi- 
cal goals: the immediate, complete, and un- 
conditional withdrawal of Iraqi forces from 
Kuwait; restoration of Kuwait’s legitimate 
government; protection of the lives of citi- 
zens held hostage by Iraq both in Kuwait 
and Iraq; and restoration of security and 
stability in the Persian Gulf region. 

To achieve these goals, we and our allies 
have forged a strong diplomatic, economic, 
and military strategy to force Iraq to 
comply with these objectives. The frame- 
work of this strategy is laid out in 10 United 
Nations resolutions, overwhelmingly sup- 
ported by the United Nations Security 
Council. In 3 months, the U.S. troop contri- 
bution to the multinational force in Saudi 
Arabia has gone from 10,000 to 230,000 as 
part of Operation Desert Shield. General 
Schwarzkopf [commander of the U.S. forces 
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in the Persian Gulf] reports that our forces, 
in conjunction with other coalition forces, 
now have the capability to defend success- 
fully against any further Iraqi aggression. 

After consultation with King Fahd [of 
Saudi Arabia] and our other allies, I have 
today directed the Secretary of Defense to 
increase the size of U.S. forces committed 
to Desert Shield to ensure that the coalition 
has an adequate offensive military option 
should that be necessary to achieve our 
common goals. Toward this end, we will 
continue to discuss the possibility of both 
additional allied force contributions and ap- 
propriate United Nation actions. 

Iraq’s brutality, aggression, and violations 
of international law cannot be allowed to 
succeed. Secretary [of State] Baker has been 
consulting with our key partners in the coa- 
lition. He’s met with the Amirs of Bahrain 
[‘Isa bin Salman Al Khalifa] and Kuwait 
{Jabir al-Ahmad al-Jabir al-Sabah], King 
Fahd, President Mubarak [of Egypt], as well 
as the Chinese Foreign Minister [Qian 
Qichen], President Ozal [of Turkey], [Soviet] 
Foreign Minister Shevardnadze, President 
Gorbachev. He also will be meeting with 
Prime Minister Thatcher [of the United 
Kingdom] and President Mitterrand [of 
France]. I’ve been heartened by Jim’s ap- 
praisal of the strong international solidarity 
and determination to ensure that Iraq’s ag- 
gression does not stand and is not reward- 
ed. 

But right now, Kuwait is struggling for 
survival. And along with many other na- 
tions, we’ve been called upon to help. The 
consequences of our not doing so would be 
incalculable because Iraq’s aggression is not 
just a challenge to the security of Kuwait 
and other Gulf nations but to the better 
world that we all have hoped to build in 
the wake of the Cold War. And therefore, 
we and our allies cannot and will not shirk 
our responsibilities. The state of Kuwait 
must be restored, or no nation will be safe 
and the promising future we anticipate will 
indeed be jeopardized. 

Let me conclude with a word to the 
young American GI’s deployed in the Gulf. 
We are proud of each and every one of you. 
I know you miss your loved ones and want 
to know when you'll be coming home. We 
won’t leave you there any longer than nec- 





Administration of George Bush, 1990 / Nov. 8 


essary. I want every single soldier out of 
there as soon as possible. And we're all 
grateful for your continued sacrifice and 
your commitment. 

Now, with no further ado, I’d be glad to 
take a couple of questions. And when I 
leave, Dick, take some questions and then 
go over to the Pentagon. 

Q. Mr. President, it sounds like you’re 
going to war. You have moved from a de- 
fensive position to an offensive position, and 
you have not said how many more troops 
you are sending or, really, why. 

The President. Well, I’ve said why right 
now. And I hope it’s been very clear to the 
American people. 

Q. Are there new reasons that have 
moved this posture? 

The President. No, it’s just continuing to 
do what we feel is necessary to complete 
our objectives, to fulfill our objectives, that 
have been clearly stated. 

Q. Well, are you going to war? 

The President. 1 would love to see a 
peaceful resolution to this question, and 
that’s what I wanted. 

Q. What made the change from the de- 
fense to offense? 

The President. 1 would like to see a 
peaceful solution to this question. I think 
Saddam Hussein should fully, without condi- 
tion, comply to the U.N. resolutions. And if 
this movement of force is what convinces 
him, so much the better. 


Economic Sanctions 


Q. You said last week that the sanctions 
haven’t had the impact that you wanted. 
Some members of the coalition are urging a 
go-slow approach. The President of Egypt 
says you’ve got to wait 2 or 3 months before 
you judge whether the sanctions have 
worked. Are you willing to wait that long? 

The President. Wait for what? 

Q. To see if the sanctions have worked? 

The President. | think from talking to Jim 
Baker and recently to President Mubarak 
that we are in total sync with him. But I 
hope that the sanctions will work within a 
2-month period. But I don’t think we’ve got 
a difference with Egypt on this at all, Terry 
[Terence Hunt, Associated Press]. 

Q. The question is how long are you will- 
ing to give the sanctions? 


The President. Well, 1 can’t tell you how 
long. If I knew, I certainly wouldn’t want to 
signal that to Saddam Hussein. 


Use of Force 


Q. Prime Minister Thatcher said yester- 
day that if, indeed, Saddam doesn’t with- 
draw from Kuwait that you and the allies 
will use force. I haven’t heard you say that 
before. You’ve talked about wanting to 
retain the option of war, but would you use 
force? 

The President. Well, I don’t want to say 
what I will or will not do. But certainly, I 
noted what Prime Minister Thatcher said, 
one of the strongest members of this coali- 
tion. And she’s an eloquent spokesman for 
her views and speaks in a way that 
shows that we’re all together. So, I have not 
ruled out the use of force at all, and I think 
that’s evident by what we’re doing here 
today. 


Reasons for Involvement 


Q. Sir, can I just follow that up by going 
back to the speech you gave at the Penta- 
gon back in August, when you talked about 
oil, protecting Middle East oil reserves, and 
you talked about American jobs, in fact the 
American way of life being endangered. Yet 
when you went out on the campaign trail, 
you seemed to shy away from oil. You said 
demonstrators don’t seem to understand 
that we’re not going to go to war for oil. 
But that was one of the things you talked 
about. And in fact, isn’t oil part of the 
American national interestP Isn’t that a 
main reason we’re there? 

The President. It is a part of it, but it is 
not the main reason—or I’d say, a main 
reason. The main reason we're there is to 
set back aggression, to see that aggression is 
unrewarded. My argument with some of 
the protestors is that they seem to suggest 
that oil is the sole reason that we are in- 
volved in this enormous commitment. And 
that is simply not correct. There’s a lot of 
other interests, and the restoration of the 
security and stability in the Persian Gulf 
region clearly relates to the world’s eco- 
nomic interest. I’m not denying that, and 
I’m not backing away from the fact that all 
the Western world has real interest in that. 
But my argument with those people is that 
they are missing the point. The point is: It 
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is the aggression against Kuwait that has 
caused this coalition to come together as it 
has. 


U.N. Support for the Use of Force 


Q. Do you feel that you are free to take 
offensive action without any kind of U.N. 
resolution authorizing it? 

The President. Yes, we have authority. 
But we’ve been great believers in going to 
the United Nations. I think one of the major 
successes has been the ability to have world 
opinion totally on our side because of U.N. 
action. The peacekeeping function of the 
United Nations has indeed been rejuvenat- 
ed by the actions of the Security Council. 

Way in the back, because I’ve been ac- 
cused by a distinguished senior reporter of 
not getting into the back of the room, so I’d 
like to rectify that. 

Q. Mr. President, do you yet have the 
support you need in order to secure an ad- 
ditional resolution from the U.N. Security 
Council to explicitly authorize the use of 
force? Do you now have sufficient support 
on the Security Council to get that? 

The President. 1 would say that the Baker 
mission is—what it is about is consultation. 
That subject will be discussed in some ways, 
I'm sure, but that’s not why he’s there. 
We're talking about a wide array of issues, 
and so I'd say we have not tried to specifi- 
cally poll the other 14 members of the Se- 
curity Council along those lines. So, I can’t 
answer whether we would or not. 

Q. If I may follow: Has any country told 
you they would block such a resolution? 

The President. Some may have said such 
a thing, but it’s not been brought to my 
attention at all. And again, I think I’d know 
if that were the case. But I don’t think so. 


U.S. Embassy in Kuwait 


Q. Mr. President, it would seem that the 
situation at the U.S. Embassy in Kuwait is 
crucial to the future of the overall situation 
in the Gulf. What is the latest there? What 
is the situation with their food and water 
supplies? And do you have any plan in the 
works to resupply them? 

The President. 1 think it’s unconscionable 
to try to starve people out and to isolate 
them from food and supplies of all kinds, 
and that’s exactly what’s going on. In terms 
of how long they can survive, I’m not sure I 
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could give you a specific answer, but I be- 
lieve the answer would be a few weeks, 
something of that nature. 

Q. Are there plans to resupply them 
when they run out or 

The President. Well, if there were, given 
the hostile environment in which these 
people are living, it would be unproductive 
to discuss it. 


U.S. Military Buildup 


Q. Mr. President, what has happened in 
the last 2 weeks that has led you to put now 
an offensive force into Saudi Arabia? 

The President. Well, we have not only 
offensive but defensive forces there already. 
And what leads me to do this is just because 
I believe, upon the advice of our able Sec- 
retary of Defense and others, that this is in 
the best security interests of our people that 
are there and of the coalition. I think it is 
just a guarantee of the safety of all, and I 
think it sends a very strong signal—another 
strong signal—to Saddam Hussein that we 
are very, very serious about seeing the 
United Nations resolutions complied to in 
their entirety, without any kind of watering 
down. 

Q. Would you say that we’re in a critical 
phase now between a peaceful solution and 
a possible armed conflict? 

The President. 1 wouldn’t phrase it that 
way. 


Kuwait 


Q. Mr. President, the longer that you wait 
and the longer that no action is taken in 
Kuwait, the less and less there seems to be 
of Kuwait. What’s the point of waiting if 
there’s not going to be anything left of that 
country when you finally decide to go in? 

The President. Well, I’ve told you that I 
would like to feel that Saddam Hussein 
would come to his senses and comply under 
economic pressure with the sanctions that 
have been taken in the United Nations and 
with the objectives. I would like to think 
the economic sanctions would compel him 
to do that which he has been unwilling to 
do. Regrettably, he keeps reiterating his 
view that this is not Kuwait but Province 
19, and that is unacceptable to the United 
States and to our partners. So, I think we’re 
giving these sanctions time to work. We’re 
giving world opinion time to mobilize and 
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impress on him that we're all serious. But 
now we're moving up our forces for the 
reasons I’ve given you. 

Q. But there might not be much left of 
Kuwait. 

The President. Well, that worries me. It 
worries me very much, as do the lives of 
those who have been forced into hiding by 
his brutality and his violation of internation- 
al law. Of course, it concerns me deeply. 
And I’ve spoken about that, the dismantling 
of Kuwait and the systematic brutality that 
is exercised against the citizens of Kuwait. 
And as each day goes by it’s worse. So, I 
take your point that it’s—I guess it’s your 
point—that it’s a very bad situation. But I 
just keep reiterating my determination to 
see our objectives fulfilled here. 


Soviet Support 


Q. Sir, on your consultation that your Sec- 
retary of State’s doing now in Moscow, 
could you just spell out for us what your 
understanding is as of today with Mikhail 
Gorbachev on the use of force? 

The President. Well, I talked to Jim 


Baker—it’s a very timely question because I 


talked to him, just before coming in here, 
from Moscow; and he had a long series of 
consultations and discussions there with the 
Foreign Minister and with Mr. Gorbachev. I 
am convinced, from what the Secretary has 
told me, that we are on the same wave- 
length in terms of the objectives that I 
spelled out here. But I can’t go in with you 
into what the Soviet position will be on the 
use of force. I don’t think they’ve been 
asked to send forces. Is that—maybe I 
missed the question. 

Q. Mr. Shevardnadze on the record today 
said that they, too, would not rule out the 
use of force, while they still wanted a 
peaceful solution. Does that at least help 
you send the kind of signal to Saddam Hus- 
sein that you’re also trying to send here? 

The President. 1 think it is very helpful. 
But I think the signal of solidarity between 
the United States and the Soviet Union and 
the rest of the Security Council has already 
gone out. But, no, I think that it is very 
helpful to have a position like that stated 
and restated, because that’s the way the 
whole world feels. And it is good to have 
this solid front between ourselves and the 
Soviet Union. And I think Jim felt that he 


had a constructive visit with the Chinese 
Foreign Minister. And he’s looking forward 
to his meetings with President Mitterrand 
and Prime Minister Thatcher in the next 
couple of days. But his trip has been ex- 
traordinarily helpful in sending that signal 
of solidarity and determination on the part 
of those that are involved here, strong de- 
termination. 

I'm going to take a couple more, and 
then let Dick take some questions. 


U.S. Military Buildup 


Q. I understand that we’re going to be 
getting that briefing and General Powell 
{Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff] will 
speak later, but can you please give us some 
sense of the numbers and types of rein- 
forcements that you’re sending to the Gulf? 
And do you believe that this will be the 
final deployment? We keep seeing the 
numbers ratcheting up and hearing that 
this should be sufficient to do the job. 

The President. Let me simply say we’re 
talking about substantial numbers. I will 
defer, with your permission, of course, to 
the Secretary of Defense and the Chairman 
of the Joint Chiefs, who will be able to help 
more than I will on the details of this move. 
But I can’t say whether—after this is com- 
pleted—whether there will be anything else 
done or not. I mean, I am still hopeful that 
Saddam Hussein will get the message that 
he is not going to prevail and that he has to 
get out of Kuwait without condition, and 
that the rulers have to come back and that 
the stability of the Gulf must be guaran- 
teed. So, I would simply leave it there and, 
if you would, let the defense experts take 
the rest of it. 


Israeli Role 


Q. As you have consulted—if I may follow 
up—on this deployment and, in fact, on the 
military situation overall with the other 
countries involved in the multinational 
forces, there have been complaints, obser- 
vations out of Israel that, were there to be 
offensive action, there needs to be coordi- 
nation or some sort of chain of command 
involving the Israelis, too, where they may 
end up being involved. To what extent are 
you communicating with the Israelis, and to 
what extent do you envision any role or 
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possible role for the Israelis should this 
come to war? 

The President. 1 think the whole world 
knows that the United States has a very 
special relationship with Israel—a strong re- 
lationship. I think we are in close touch 
with the key players there in terms of our 
objectives, and I think they have conducted 
themselves regarding all of this very well, 
indeed. But I am not going to discuss any 
more details than that. But I feel that we’re 
on a good wavelength there. We had some 
differences, obviously. 

One and one, and then I’ve got to go. 


Soviet Support 


Q. Mr. President, to follow up on Wyatt’s 
[Wyatt Andrews, CBS News] question: After 
Foreign Minister Shevardnadze made his 
comments today, President Gorbachev 
seemed to say that it was too early to talk 
about the use of force. Are the Soviets send- 
ing us mixed signals—— 

The President. No—— 

Q.—or is this just an indication that— 
like President Mubarak made earlier in the 
week—that some of our allies want more 
time to try to find a diplomatic solution 
before use of force? 

The President. 1 don’t get the feeling 
we're getting any mixed signals at all from 
the Soviets, particularly after I’ve talked to 
Jim Baker. I know there was some feeling 
there were mixed signals because of Mr. 
Primakov’s [Soviet Presidential Council 
member] mission, but upon the comple- 
tion of that, I think people recognize that 
we are still very much in agreement with 
the Soviet on matters as it relates to the 
Gulf. It’s good, Ann [Ann Devroy, Washing- 
ton Post], and it’s strong. And I just can’t 
worry about that point at all, after talking 
to Jim Baker. 

Q. Does Jim Baker have an explanation 
for the difference between Mr. Shevard- 
nadze’s remarks and Mr. Gorbachev’s re- 
marks today? 

The President. No. He made the point 
that we were together with them, and that 
was not discussed—any differences. 

Last one, on the aisle. 

Q. Mr. President, I have a very important 
question to ask you. 

The President. Only if he'll yield. You 
know, in the Congress, they say, “I yield to 
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the distinguished lady from Texas.” But if 
you don’t want to yield, I’m sorry, I’ve rec- 
ognized the gentleman. 

Q. Some members of your administra- 
tion—— 

Q. I don’t expect him to yield, but I 
would expect you to. [Laughter] 

The President. Sarah [Sarah McClendon, 
McClendon News], I’ve disappointed you so 
much. Please go ahead. 


Iraqi Opposition 


Q. Some members of your administration 
are convinced that Saddam Hussein will not 
move until the 11th hour, or 11:59 p.m., 
when he is totally convinced that you are 
about to use military force. Why is he not 
convinced now, do you think? How do you 
expect that you will be able to get to that 
11:59 minute? 

The President. Well, I'm not sure I accept 
the 11:59 analogy. But if there has ever 
been any doubt in his mind about the seri- 
ousness of the West and of the other Arab 
countries and of the coalition—put it that 
way—lI think that those doubts are rapidly 
being dispelled. You see, I do believe that 
when he moved into Kuwait I think he felt 
he was going to have just an easy time of it 
and that the world would not rise up in 
arms against the aggression. I think he mis- 
calculated there. I believe he thought he 
could just take over Kuwait and then there 
would be a lot of talk and discussion and he 
would be able to turn Kuwait, a sovereign 
nation, a member of the Arab League, a 
member of the United Nations, into Prov- 
ince 19. 

And the United States, along with other 
countries, said, No, we’re not going to 
permit this aggression to stand, because an 
unchecked aggression today could lead to 
some horrible world conflagration tomor- 
row. And so, I think there’s where the mis- 
calculation originally was. I find it hard to 
believe that today, November 8th, he does 
not understand that he’s up against a deter- 
mined, unprecedented alliance. 

And so, I hope that he is rethinking his 
position of unyielding opposition to the will 
of the rest of the world. And I would think 
that when he surveys the force that’s there, 
the force that’s going, what other countries 
are doing in this regard, he will recognize 
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that he is up against just a foe that he can’t 
possibly manage militarily. Margaret 
Thatcher touched on that yesterday, and I 
thought she did it very well, indeed. And 
so, if nothing else happens, I’m convinced 
that this move will show him how serious 
we are as a significant partner in this coali- 
tion. I think it’s a good thing, and it will 
have strong support from others around the 
world. Let’s hope he comes to his senses 
and does tomorrow that which he should 
have done weeks ago, because this aggres- 
sion simply will not stand. 


Now, Dick, it’s all yours. 


Note: The President’s 65th news conference 
began at 4:04 p.m. in the Briefing Room at 
the White House. 


Statement on Signing the Nutrition 
Labeling and Education Act of 1990 


Novemer 8, 1990 


Today I am signing H.R. 3562, the “Nu- 
trition Labeling and Education Act of 
1990.” This legislation amends the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act to require 
nutrition labeling on certain foods and to 
regulate health claims about nutrients in 
foods. 


This Act makes two significant changes in 
current law. First, it requires food manufac- 
turers to include more nutrition informa- 
tion on their labels to assist consumers in 
selecting a healthful diet. Second, H.R. 3562 
would prohibit food manufacturers from 
making health claims on their labels unless 
the claims are permitted by the Depart- 
ment of Health and Human Services. 


I note that one provision of the Act re- 
quires the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services to contract for a study of the effec- 
tiveness of the regulations implementing 
certain provisions of the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act and to undertake 
regulatory action using the results of this 
study. As the Constitution requires, I under- 
stand this provision to reserve to the Secre- 


tary of Health and Human Services the au- 
thority to formulate the regulatory propos- 
als required by this legislation, taking into 
consideration the recommendations of the 
contractor’s study. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
November 8, 1990. 


Note: H.R. 3562, approved November 8, was 
assigned Public Law No. 101-535. The 
statement was released by the Office of the 
Press Secretary on November 9. 


Statement on Signing the Bill 
Amending the Employee Retirement 
Income Security Act of 1974 


November 8, 1990 


Today I am signing H.R. 5872, a bill “To 
amend title I of the Employee Retirement 
Income Security Act of 1974 to require 
qualifying employer securities to include in- 
terest in publicly traded partnerships. 


In approving this legislation, I wish to 
make clear that the scope of the bill is limit- 
ed. It is my understanding that the bill will 
change provisions of the Employee Retire- 
ment Income Security Act with respect to 
the treatment of investments in publicly 
traded partnerships under certain provi- 
sions governing fiduciary duties and prohib- 
ited transactions. H.R. 5872 will not change 
existing tax rules that prohibit publicly 
traded partnerships from maintaining cer- 
tain forms of tax-qualified plans such as em- 
ployee stock ownership plans. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
November 8, 1990. 


Note: H.R. 5872, approved November 8, was 
assigned Public Law No. 101-540. The 
statement was released by the Office of the 
Press Secretary on November 9. 
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Statement on Signing the Bill 
Extending Nondiscriminatory Tariff 
Treatment to Products of 
Czechoslovakia 


November 8, 1990 


As I prepare for my visit to Prague on 
November 17 and 18, I am particularly 
pleased to sign H.J. Res. 649 that approves 
the extension of nondiscriminatory tariff 
treatment to products of the Czech and 
Slovak Federal Republic. I thank the Con- 
gress for its close cooperation and prompt 
approval of this measure that will mark an 
important milestone not only in U.S.-Czech- 
oslovak relations, but also in Czechoslova- 
kia’s reintegration into the global economy 
and the community of free nations. 

Once most-favored-nation (MFN) tariff 
treatment is implemented, Czechoslovakia 
will become the first Eastern European 
nation to receive such treatment for its ex- 
ports to the United States since the revolu- 
tions of 1989. With the assistance and en- 
dorsement of the Congress, we already 
have launched efforts that should result in 
the eventual extension of similar treatment 
to products of the Soviet Union and Bulgar- 
ia. 
The enactment of HJ. Res. 649 repre- 
sents a significant step on our part to bring 
into force the U.S.-Czechoslovakia Trade 
Agreement signed by our two governments 
last April. Upon formal approval of the 
Agreement by the Federal Assembly and an 
exchange of diplomatic notes between our 
governments confirming mutual approval, 
the Agreement will extend MFN. tariff 
treatment to Czechoslovak exports to the 
United States and U.S. exports to Czechoslo- 
vakia. These sharply lower tariffs will pro- 
vide the impetus for greatly expanded trade 
between the United States and Czechoslo- 
vakia and the first step toward a normaliza- 
tion of our bilateral trade relations. 

In addition to extending MFN tariff treat- 
ment, the Trade Agreement contains im- 
portant guarantees for American businesses 
engaging in trade with Czechoslovakia, in- 
cluding the right to nondiscrimination in 
renting office space, in paying for local 
goods, and in establishing bank accounts. 
Any hard currency earnings from trade 
may be repatriated immediately. Through 
this Agreement, the Czechoslovak Govern- 
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ment has also committed to upgrade signifi- 
cantly its protection of intellectual property 
rights, bringing its intellectual property 
regime to a level on a par with that of other 
industrialized nations. 

The Czechoslovak Government already 
has made tremendous strides in its move- 
ment toward economic reform and trade 
liberalization. The implementation of this 
Agreement and the establishment of U.S.- 
Czechoslovak trade relations on a basis of 
nondiscrimination will serve to solidify 
these reforms and ensure Czechoslovakia’s 
role as an important partner in the global 
trading system. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
November 8, 1990. 


Note: H.J. Res. 649, approved November 8, 
was assigned Public Law No. 101-541. The 
statement was released by the Office of the 
Press Secretary on November 9. 


Memorandum of Disapproval for the 
Orphan Drug Amendments of 1990 


November 8, 1990 


I am withholding my approval of H.R. 
4638, the “Orphan Drug Amendments of 
1990.” This legislation would make substan- 
tive changes to the orphan drug provisions 
of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act and the Orphan Drug Act. 

Enacted in 1983, the Orphan Drug Act 
created economic incentives for drug com- 
panies to develop drugs for rare diseases 
and conditions—so-called “orphan drugs.” 
Typically, these drugs would not be profita- 
ble to develop because of their small pa- 
tient populations. 

By any measure, the Orphan Drug Act 
has been a tremendous success. A total of 
49 new drugs for rare diseases have been 
approved under this program, and 370 
others are in the development stage. These 
drugs have provided lifesaving treatments 
for such terrible diseases as enzyme defi- 
ciency, which affects adversely the immune 
system of about 40 children nationwide. 
Until the orphan drug was developed to 
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treat these children, they had to spend 
their entire lives in the protection of an 
isolation bubble. One of the first orphan 
drugs is another example of a triumph. The 
most difficult form of leprosy affects only 
4,000 people. A drug known for over 14 
years to be effective in treating this condi- 
tion was not being marketed by any drug 
company, because it was considered unprof- 
itable—until the Orphan Drug Act provid- 
ed the marketing incentive. In a similar 
manner, orphan drugs provide treatment 
for terrible diseases for which there is usual- 
ly no alternative therapy. 

I have serious concerns about the effect 
that H.R. 4638 would have upon the incen- 
tive of drug companies to develop orphan 
drugs. I believe we must not endanger the 
success of this program, which is due in 
large measure to the existence of the 
“market exclusivity” provision in the 
Orphan Drug Act that allows companies to 
have exclusive marketing rights to an 
orphan drug for 7 years. Weakening the 
current 7-year exclusivity provision would 
certainly discourage development of des- 
perately needed new orphan drugs. 

Under current law, firms may apply to 
develop the same orphan drug, but only the 
first firm to have its drug approved receives 
market exclusivity. The certainty of this 7- 
year period is the basis of the economic 
incentive to attract drug firms to invest in 
orphan drugs. 

The bill would make two major changes 
to the market exclusivity provisions of the 
Orphan Drug Act. First, the bill provides 
for “shared exclusivity.” Firms that can 
demonstrate that they have developed the 
orphan drug simultaneously would be al- 
lowed to share the market with the firm 
initially awarded the market exclusivity. 
Second, the bill requires the Food and 
Drug Administration to withdraw the mar- 
keting exclusivity as soon as the patient 
population exceeds a 200,000 patient limit. 
Both of these changes have the effect of 
weakening the marketing incentives provid- 
ed by the Act. Under this bill, the length of 
the market exclusivity period will depend 
on how quickly the patient population 
grows and whether other firms file claims 
for simultaneous development. 

In addition, as currently constructed, the 
200,000 patient population limit would be 


applied to orphan drugs approved prior to 
the enactment of the bill as well as to those 
approved in the future. This retroactive 
rule change would send a _ troublesome 
signal to all those who might wish to devel- 
op orphan drugs that the Federal Govern- 
ment may change unilaterally the rules for 
firms that made investment decisions based 
on the expectation of 7 years of market 
exclusivity. 

I am aware that this bill was passed after 
a number of compromises among Members 
of Congress. I am extremely concerned, 
however, that individuals with rare diseases 
may suffer because of changes that this bill 
would make in the incentives to develop 
new drug treatments. Accordingly, I am 
withholding my approval of H.R. 4638. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
November 8, 1990. 


Note: The President’s last day for action on 
this bill was November 8. The memoran- 
dum was released by the Office of the Press 
Secretary on November 9. 


Final Sequester Order 
November 9, 1990 


By the authority vested in me as Presi- 
dent by the statutes of the United States of 
America, including section 254 of the Bal- 
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Con- 
trol Act of 1985 (Public Law 99-177), as 
amended by the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Reaffirmation 
Act of 1987 (Public Law 100-119) and Title 
XIII of the Omnibus Reconciliation Act of 
1990 (Public Law 101-508) (hereafter re- 
ferred to as “the Act”), I hereby order that 
the following actions be taken immediately 
to implement the sequestrations and reduc- 
tions determined by the Director of the 
Office of Management and Budget as set 
forth in his report dated November 9, 1990, 
under sections 251 and 254 of the Act: 


(1) Budgetary resources for each non- 
exempt account within the international 
category of discretionary spending shall be 
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reduced as specified by the Director of the 
Office of Management and Budget in his 
report of November 9, 1990. 

(2) Pursuant to sections 250(c\6) and 251, 
budgetary resources subject to sequestration 
shall be new budget authority; new loan 
guarantee commitments or limitations; new 
direct loan obligations, commitments, or 
limitations; and obligation limitations. 

(3) For accounts making commitments for 
guaranteed loans as authorized by substan- 
tive law, the head of each Department or 
agency is directed to reduce the level of 
such commitments or obligations to the 
extent necessary to conform to the limita- 
tions established by the Act and specified 
by the Director of the Office of Manage- 
ment and Budget in his report of Novem- 
ber 9, 1990. 


All sequestrations shall be made in strict 
accordance with the specifications of the 
November 9th report of the Director of the 
Office of Management and Budget and the 
requirements of sections 251 and 254. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
November 9, 1990. 


Appointment of Remedios Diaz-Oliver 
as a Member of the Advisory 
Committee for Trade Policy and 
Negotiations 


November 9, 1990 


The President today announced his inten- 
tion to appoint Remedios Diaz-Oliver, of 
Florida, to be a member of the Advisory 
Committee for Trade Policy and Negotia- 
tions for a term of 2 years. She would suc- 
ceed John R. Faust, Jr. 

Since 1977 Ms. Diaz-Oliver has served as 
president and chief executive officer of 
American International Container, Inc., in 
Miami, FL. Prior to this she was vice presi- 
dent and sales manager of Richford Indus- 
tries, Inc., of Miami, FL, 1961-1976. In ad- 
dition, she has served as a director and con- 
sultant for New World School of Languages 
in Miami, 1964-1966. 

Ms. Diaz-Oliver graduated from Havana 
Business University and Havana College. 
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She is married to Fausto Diaz-Oliver, has 
two children, and resides in Miami, FL. 





Points of Light Recognition Program 





The President named the following individ- 
uals and institutions as exemplars of his 
commitment to making community service 
central to the life and work of every Ameri- 
can. 





November 3 


Three Rivers Literacy Alliance, of Fort Wayne, 
IN 


November 5 

ITT Hartford Insurance Group, of Hartford, CT 
November 6 

Second Mile, of State College, PA 

November 7 

Bessie Spencer, of East St. Louis, IL 

November 8 

Seacoast Hospice Program, of Exeter, NH 
November 9 

Project HOPE, of Milwaukee, WI 





Digest of Other 
White House Announcements 





The following list includes the President’s 
public schedule and other items of general 
interest announced by the Office of the 
Press Secretary and not included elsewhere 
in this issue. 





November 6 

In the morning, the President attended 
the President’s Club breakfast at the Hous- 
tonian Hotel in Houston, TX. After voting, 
he returned to Washington, DC. 

In the afternoon, the President met at 
the White House with John H. Sununu, 
Chief of Staff to the President. 





The President appointed Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs Edward J. Derwinski to be 
Chairman of the Interagency Committee 
for the Purchase of United States Savings 
Bonds for a l-year term, effective Decem- 
ber 1, 1990, to coordinate the 1991 govern- 
mentwide campaign. He will succeed Secre- 
tary of Housing and Urban Development 
Jack Kemp. 


November 7 


The President met at the White House 
with: 


—the Vice President; John H. Sununu, 
Chief of Staff to the President; Brent 
Scowcroft, Assistant to the President for 
National Security Affairs; and members 
of the CIA briefing staff; 

—the Vice President, for lunch; 

—John H. Sununu, Chief of Staff to the 
President. 


The President announced that Rita M. 
Rodriguez, of Massachusetts, will continue 
to serve as a member of the Board of Direc- 
tors of the Export-Import Bank of the 
United States. 


The White House announced that the 
President telephoned nearly 50 candidates 
around the country who participated in the 
midterm elections. 


November 8 


The President met at the White House 
with: 


—the Vice President; John H. Sununu, 
Chief of Staff to the President; Brent 
Scowcroft, Assistant to the President for 
National Security Affairs; and members 
of the CIA briefing staff; 

—Nancy Howe, 1990 Federal 
Stamp Design Award winner; 

—John H. Sununu, Chief of Staff to the 
President. 


Duck 


In the afternoon, the President went to 
Camp David, MD, for the Veterans Day 
weekend. 
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Nominations 
Submitted to the Senate 





Note: The Congress having adjourned sine 
die on Sunday, October 28, no nominations 
were submitted during the period covered 
by this issue. The first session of the 102d 
Congress will convene on January 3, 1991. 





Checklist 
of White House Press Releases 





The following list contains releases of the 
Office of the Press Secretary that are nei- 
ther printed as items nor covered by entries 
in the Digest of Other White House An- 
nouncements. 





Released November 3 


Transcript: 

Press briefing on the clean air bill—by Wil- 
liam K. Reilly, Administrator of the Envi- 
ronmental Protection Agency 





Acts Approved 
by the President 





Approved October 31 ' 


SJ. Res. 388 / Public Law 101-497 

Waiving certain enrollment requirements 
with respect to S. 2830, the Food, Agricul- 
ture, Conservation and Trade Act of 1990 


Approved November 2} 
S. 3016 / Private Law 101-10 


For the relief of Janice and Leslie Sedore 
and Ruth Hillman 


H.R. 4111 / Public Law 101-498 
Strategic and Critical Minerals Act of 1990 


1 These acts were not received in time for 
inclusion in last week’s issue. 
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Approved November 2—Continued 


S. 2846 / Public Law 101-499 

To authorize and direct the Secretary of the 
Interior to conduct a study of the feasibility 
of establishing a unit of the National Park 
System to interpret and commemorate the 
origins, development, and progression of 
jazz in the United States, and for other pur- 
poses 


Approved November 3 


H.R. 3386 / Public Law 101-500 
Sanitary Food Transportation Act of 1990 
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